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ANSWERING ISKCON 


Application of the verse 16.14 on Advaitins 
is untenable. 


january 1, 2022 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, bhagavat gita related arguments 


Previously | thought Iskcon has upped it’s standard, unfortunately that is wrong, it 
appears that they have lowered their standard, now it appears that the blogger has read 
my blog previously yet it seems that he has not even understood the point raised by me. 


He says the following 


” . lf advaitavada never said that the world is ‘asat’ or false, then why did entire set of 
acaryas countered advaita vedanta over many centuries, starting from $rrpad 


Ramanujacarya, Sripad Madhvacarya” . 


This means he has not understood the point stated, in either case even if 


AAAH (Asatyam) stated in the Bhagavat Gita 16.8 is taken to even mean unreal, then 
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also it cannot be applied to Advaitins, the reason for this is explained in the link below 


Why the verse 16.8 cannot be used against Advaita 
Vedanta Part 3 


In answering this we have already removed the objection of 
why the word Asatyam can take a different meaning other 
than unreal, we have also shown that Asatyam meant by 
Adi Shankaracharya in his Bhashya does not mean unreal 
since it refers to Charvakas, and the verse cannot be 
applied to Jains or Buddhists or ... Continue reading 


eV Answering ISKCOn 1 


But however our Iskconite as usual has no answer to this. Now an interesting point is 


brought up, we have the Bhagavat Gita 16.14 as shown below 


HA Sella: Bhagavat Gita 15.8 Living entity is termed as "e 
SR Fal gd: MASA amma 
Ssg unt Regis scarpe 6.1411 
English Translation By Swami Sivananda 16.14: 


“That enemy has been slain by me; and others also! shall slay. | am the lord. | enjoy. | am 


perfect, powerful and happy.” 
Now here we have SaRISeA (ishwaroham) 


Meaning, | am Ishwara. The blogger apparently quotes the Upadesasahasri, to show that 
Adi Shankara accepted this, hence this Advaitic teaching is demonic or asuric and so on 
as per him. But before looking at Upadesasahasri, let us check Sri Ramanuja’s 

commentary on the same verse and see what he has to say. Sri Ramanuja comments as 


follows, 

SW: He CIM: HSH ordi x sey ug aa” 

English Translation of Ramanuja’s Sanskrit Commentary By Swami Adidevananda: 
| am ‘the lord,’ viz., | am independent, and | am also the ruler of others. 


So here Shri Ramanuja interprets | am Ishwara as | am independent and I rule over 


others, no where does Sri Ramanujacharya interpret this “Aham Ishwara" as | am God. Ok 
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let us look at the commentary of Vedanta Deshika on the same verse who comes in the 


tradition of Sri Ramanujacharya. Following is what he says 
“Ad aaa AAA Has u13 Ted Aafa Sas — LATA SALA” 


Translation: Like the Lord of all (God), although he does not possess control over 
everything, the word Lord (Ishwara) is used here, we respond by stating that Ishwara here 


indicates that he is indepedent. 


So even Vedanta Deshika clearly shows that 3rd $3: (Aham Ishwara ) is only used to 
indicate that | am relatively independent, not as | am God. Now Iskconites recognise the 
Ramanuja Sampradaya as authoritative, so this intepretation of the Sampradaya is 
directly opposed to their own interpretation, so which interpretation is true, if they state 
that only their interpretation is true then they have to accept that the interpretation 
taken by the Sri Ramanuja school is not true. Suppose Iskconites state that both the 
interpretation of the Sri Ramanuja Sampradaya and their Sampradaya is true, that the 
verse can be used to bash both Advaitins and Charvakas, then they should be called 
hypocrites, why ? since the same type of interpretation is taken by Advaitins. But Iskcon 
will tell, *you Advaitins are deliberately misintepreting this verse with evil intentions", so 
Sri Ramanujacharya also tried to do the same ? Of course we get absolutely pathetic and 
rubbish responses like "see Advaitins are hiding behind Sri Ramanujacharya to save 
themselves”. Where is the question of hiding behind Sri Ramanujacharya, I am simply 
asking if you accept this interpretation of Sri Ramanuja then why can you not accept the 
same interpretation made by Advaitins. To which the response is verbal abuse, reason 
being they have absolutely no response to it. Instead they engage a childish person to 
refute this blog, and that person does not even know how to write a sentence without 
making a spelling mistakes. This is how pathetic the response of Iskcon is to begin with. 
Ok let us take for granted that the 3rd és: (Aham Ishwara ) means | am God only. Even 
then it cannot be applied to Advaita Vedanta, but 1st let us look at the Upadesa Sahasri 
quote 2.3.1 and 2.10.8 . I tried to find this in Upadesa Sahasri, guess what, I could find no 
such quote. If any one has any doubt please go through the link below for Upadesa 


Sahasri 
https://www.sankara.iitk.ac.in/comprehensive-texts 


Once the web page opens, then do a cntrl+F and type SAR, the word is itself not present in 


Upadesasahasri. 


So if this Iskconite is able to find it, he must let me know. Oh well, then let us come to 


what Adi Shankaracharya actually thinks, he says the following 


«TI uadíadiasfqeuesia 4 efdergpaauesuturrequi ufvgaedq | RA d 3/mvsglunrmu 
aAA sro ur afe factor vata gara SaR « 
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Brahma Sutra 4.3.14 


Translation: Certainly the Shruti parts which talk about the Non dual Brahman are 
opposed, not so, since the objects(of the world) projected by Avidya of name, form and 
body have been dismissed here. Also with regards to Lordship and things like “if he wills 
to go to Pitruloka he goes there immediately” is told with reference to the worshippers of 


Aparabrahman (Saguna Brahman). 


So Adi Shankara is emphatically clear that Aham Brahmasmi does not mean lordship 
over something. Since the Shruti vakyas or sentences which talk about the Non dual 
reality denies all name and form in the world, and if there are any sentences in the 
Upanishad which talk about lordship and powers that refers to worshippers of Saguna 
Brahman, so where is the question of lordship over something. So this whole idea of 
Iskcon that, people want to be Ishwara themselves is nonsense. If an Iskconite says that 


this is what Advaitins say, never believe him. 


Finally if the Iskconites still feel that they are absolutely correct, ofcourse they are that 
pig-headed, then they have to accept that Prahlada is not a great Bhagavata, why since 


this is what Prahlada has said in the Vishnu Purana 

Vishnu Purana Book 1 Chapter 19 verse 86 

HSA HAA Fra: TATA Ha: 

Te SASHA qur d us: GAR | 

Translation:| am only that imperishable, eternal, the very basis of Paramatma and Atma. 
I am only in the beginning with the name Brahma „I am at the end and beyond it as well. 
But Shri Krishna says the following 

Teresa CaM Gita 10.30 

English Translation By Swami Sivananda 

10.30: And, I am Prahlada among the demons. 


So, Prahlada has been given such a high status, so this Prahlada got asuric knowledge ? 
if you look at the verses before Prahlada says this in the Vishnu Purana, you will see that 
he was contemplating on Vishnu, so contemplation on Vishnu gives Asuric knowledge? 
contemplation of Vishnu leads to Tamas ? This is what Iskcon is proposing. Ok let us 
take this also for granted, what about Suka Maharshi, the son of Vyasa who told the 


entire Bhagavatam to Parikshit, he also gave Asuric knowledge ? 
This is what Suka says to Parikshit at the end of Bhagavatam 


Canto 12 Chapter 5 verses 11 and 12 
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HE Ta US 9TH Teas UA uar I 
Ud Galan TAMA Smer-rema fret I 93 I K 
gari da ure ART fara: | 
TAAN BRR a fae a YTS: I 82 I 
Translation: | am the supreme abode, | am the absolute truth, in this way see yourself by 
putting yourself in your undivided self. When Takshaka with is venom filled flittering 


tongue comes and bites you on your leg, do not see your body or the world as different 


from yourself. 
So now Suka gave demonic knowledge, hence Srimad Bhagavatam is demonic ? 


Prabhupada in his Bhagavatam translates Atmani as follows” atmani — in the Supreme 


Self; " and Aatmanam as follows O 


ātmānam — yourself . How the hell did Atmani become “Supreme Self”, he translates 
IP as follows “niskale — which is free from material designation” . In what universe 
does Kala mean designation? It can mean part or aspect not designation and from 


where did Prabhupada get the idea of material designation ? 


This shows very clearly that the whole idea of Iskcon and Iskconites is hypocrisy and 


misdirection which is clearly seen in the atrocious translation of Srila Prabhupada. 


PREVIOUS POST 
HAPPY GREGORIAN NEW YEAR TO ALL my READERS 


NEXT POST 
Good News!! Iskcon finally refutes itself !! 


4 THOUGHTS ON “APPLICATION OF THE VERSE 16.14 ON 
ADVAITINS IS UNTENABLE.” 


Be fe therambhakt 
pada 
"4v . 
«2 january 3, 2022 at 12:14 pm 
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Very Good. 
* Liked by 1 person 


Reply 


Nishant Pandey 


october 3, 2022 at 10:35 pm 


Brother kindly unveil Myths regarding Madhusudan Saraswati these Isckonites 
and Kripalu Mahraj Followers say Madhusudan Saraswati accept Dvaita as the 
final truth in his life 


Please write a blog based on that and bust the myths of these Abrahamic people 
K Like 
Reply 


Publisher 


october 3, 2022 at 10:41 pm 


Yes brother looks like this is a necessity now. 


* Like 
Reply 


Nishant Pandey 


october 3, 2022 at 11:27 pm 


Please Do it, 
Gratitude 


* Like 


LEAVE A COMMENT 
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Blog at WordPress.com. 
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ANSWERING ISKCON 


= MENU 


SHE ni cpr Nea aa 
AMUMARAYRAT IY Vice nS Sol RUE song) 

na: TAVATADA HA GLA uen tet gerat y de. 

TTA NNA RAA MAIN ARs No GTM AR 

ARTA AT TTA ATARI GTAMAM AA Ns Ted 
ARRIN AD ARAAAMM VIA A qn AH Wi GA 
RANILA d SR ERE See : 

| HARA quaqua Wf qus Un 


p 


Clarification on the Skanda Purana verses 
and further insights 


december 25, 2021 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, purana categorisation related 


arguments 


| had noticed that an Iskconite stated that the verse mentioned by me is not present in 
the Skanda Purana to begin with. I find that strange, since in my post the falsity in the 
categorisation of Puranas if one checks the comments section, even the link is given to 
the particular Samhita in the Skanda Purana. In either case, the Iskconite has done me a 
favour, since post exploring the Shankara Samhita of the Skanda Purana, certain 
interesting things came out and | would like to share that. Another point to be noted 


here is that, many of our Hindu texts are not available in the online format, so just 
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because the verse mentioned by me is not available in the Skanda Purana version 
available today, it does not mean it is not available in another version. In either case the 
onus of proof is on me, hence | will be showing the verses from the Skanda Puranam 
here on this post with screenshots. Before going ahead I would like to add one more 
thing, the Skanda Purana has 2 versions, one version is divided into Khandas and 
another version is divided into Samhitas. The version divided into Khandas is what you 
find in the link below 


https://www.wisdomlib.org/hinduism/book/the-skanda-purana 


Since this version is divided into Khandas it is obvious that the verses quoted by me will 


not be found in this version. 


Now when we come into the Skanda Purana version divided into Samhitas, the division 


of the Skanda Puranam based on Samhitas is as follows 


1.Sanatkumara Samhita 
2.Suta Samhita 
3.Braahmi Samhita 
4.Vaishnavi Samhita 

5. Shankara Samhita 


6. Saura Samhita 


It appears that no publisher has published the Samhita version of the Skanda Purana as 
a whole, we seem to find individual Samhitas, hence we can only check the individual 
Samhitas. The verse taken by me is from the Shankara Samhita of the Skanda Puranam. 
Unfortunately there is no English or Hindi translation available for this book online, | am 
unaware of any publisher who has published this in Hindi or English, what | completely 
rely on is the Tamil transliteration of this individual Samhita. In the sense, there are 
Samskrutam verses in Devanagari but transliteration is in the Tamil language unknown 


to me. Hence | rely completely on the Samskrutam verses . 


The Shankara Samhita of the Skanda Purana can be found in the links below 


Part 1 


https://archive.org/details/SriSkandaPuranam-SankaraSamhitaParti 


Part 2 
https://archive.org/details/SriSkandaPuranam-SankaraSamhitaPart2 
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Now the verses quoted by me, are from the Skanda Puranam Sankara Samhita, one just 
has to download the part 2 of this Samhita and go to the 10th or 11th page, there they 


should find the verses quoted by me. 


Now | have given sufficient clarification on the verses quoted by me now | need to give 
certain insights. 1st of all you must remember that at any point you try to find the 
classification of Puranas into Satwa, Rajas and Tamas, even the academic sites seem to 
quote the Padma Purana verses. It is quite possible that they do not have access to this 
particular classification of the Skanda Purana. | have myself tried to search for any 
alternative classification, but none of them give this classification. Even if you go to the 
Hinduism stack exchange website, you will not get this information. Hence the 
information I will be giving here will not be found anywhere else online. You may 
probably require someone to translate the Samhita and tell you, since as stated before 
there is no English or Hindi translation of this Samhita available. This post would be a 
little bit long, so I think only people who are really interested would be able to go through 


this post. 


Now let us come to the naming of the 18 Puranas as per the Shankara Samhita of the 


Skanda Purana 

Hel HOUT ura TOR Ye: | 

oe Ural dwrd a Ad utah Ta 11 

ufasardla d mhulad: RAI 

ammi salad ds RAG ui II 

Word FO dg aes eni uw "es I 

THUS AA quani qmm: 1 

Translation: The son of Satyavati out of compassion has given me these Puranas, 
Brahma, Padma, Vishnu, Shiva, Bhagavata, Bhavishya, Narada, Markandeya, Agni, 


Brahma Kaivarta, Linga,Varaha, Skanda, Vamana, Matysa, Kurma, Garuda and 


Brahmanda, these are the enumeration of the auspicious Puranas 


Reference: Skanda Purana Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda , Shambhava 
Khanda Chapter 2 verses 27 to 29 


Now you can find 2 screen shots below, one with the page number and one without it. 


This is simply to show that | am not manufacturing any verses from my end 
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8 us svar$Gs woor ustCor "O 


menia @ quonfa erus amaa eff area Far: faeere mamam: i 33 
ame war sem are: h aÈ raf gern ame seem: a aa 


Rade dàna naik niad aada smana afr: i , w 
qa aa sure: eregaeuregs! aga Ga aq ra erreur: i ax 
erfredr fasta oe gone) garage ges: queries efie: I at 
mp ea mza qpeeeeradi ga: | aa Tet wd ep HA Aaa emu || ae 
wfa*qeref a niaaa: ce) arity agrtad Sk aroga a | ze 
asoy a arma Sa area era ST tesa) aes Ser gears qaonaaaan: il ^ 
aa iara sa «or reme festear: | mèi var Gg are CDS Wd 3o 
mamaga wid ard a gibam: ages «paper dft sarin qe i ae 
manai afearad: fuat ssaa | seared aval erum s a aR 


sravay Tent m ndr espsren Bore ima. gi wintd oyu | 


Skanda Purana verses describing the various Puranas 


el Rea mza Teese! ga: | ala Te qmd a À aa mu | as 
afai a noana: mA aie anaa $4 qure s | ze 
tare a ana Sa aed Fra ST ETH | mares Sa qur quemqumqpn: ii ^P 


Skanda Purana Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda , Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 verses 
27 to 29 


Now the Ten Shaiva Puranas are told over here, 


da Sra Ad a ufq a fei | 
Hus qui eg ARE brad x I 


ARIAT Hl amare a AAR: I 
ses a Gres AO anor STAT 1 


Translation: The Ten Shaiva Puranas consists of Shiva Purana, Bhavishya Purana, 
Markandeya Purana, Linga Purana, Varaha Purana and Skanda Purana, Matysa Purana, 
Kurma Purana, Vamana Purana and Brahmanda Purana. These 10 Puranas are 3 lakhs in 


terms of numbers. 


Reference: Skanda Purana Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda , Shambhava 
Khanda Chapter 2 verses 30, 31 


Please find the screen shot below 
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aa alata 24 a alters festrear: | mèri ear SF SIDE VXTUDGT dd 3o 
Ret . ° 7 " 

memas eta ad a giam: ages a gmi ditt sat aara i a 

s^ 2H xt d À ` = -— ee anaia ahan am i oe 


Skanda Purana Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda, Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 Verses 
30 and 31 


It is however unclear if the 3 lakhs means all 10 Puranas have 3 lakh verses or all Ten 


Puranas put together consists of 3 lakh verses. 


Now the rest of the Puranas are told , again please find the screen shot below with the 


page number 


muu arab — å Aur uh- 2 9 
aghart frazag aad faik aera aga aa anta aa y EE! 
arra qurér a nee aura fag: | am ore agar xm ster AFFI | ae 
equ baa qeg) aait Aorta Reana vef È n ax 
aa sfüpis a aga mre mg fey atari erzramü gÈ at 
wtantes 4 aera sure àn sara ardi aga mne a 29 
qatar arate emp adtfafe | an Paat ara ara AMAER s 3¢ 
ard mad afte at sagpatt; fueran fate waste: aq IÀ a a, 

- meg eap quema: wei amwa: war Ray Was Peart sura: T 
qer: qea: wmm qf: oat fad rune: | qoam qi urn ot satfarargag d «t 
HW uiu paatai a graag) eus: Sawa: BARS: || ux 


Further description of the Puranas in the Skanda Purana, Page No.9 


So the verses are as follows 
AoE awrd aga qur umrad qu 11 


Skanda Purana Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda , Shambhava Khanda Chapter 


2 verse 33 second half 
mii uror a "es quid fag: | 


Skanda Purana Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda , Shambhava Khanda Chapter 
2 verse 34 first half 


This simply means that the Vishnu Purana, Bhagavata Purana, Narada Purana and 


Garuda Purana speak of Vishnu. 
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Please find the screens shot below 


frik Gera agg mur mra aw h 33 
Skanda Purana Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda, Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 verse 


33 second half 


amta gerir ar mik Aeara fag: | 


ULCUS CLLÉÁ tt 
Skanda Purana Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda, Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 verse 4 
Ist half 


The remaining 4 are categorised as follows 
Sel Ural Stet ¢ SRS AH I 
Skanda Purana Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda , Shambhava Khanda Chapter 


2 verse 34 second half 


Please find the screen shot for this below 


7 wget -7 ea "x 


am h anger d wing FFU d ae 
Skanda Purana, Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda, Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 verse 
34 second half 


It simply means that Brahma and Padma Purana belong to Brahma and Agni Purana 
belongs to Agni 


vifagsiar pad VAPH | 


Skanda Purana Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda , Shambhava Khanda Chapter 
2 verse 35 first half 


Please find the screen shot for this below 


QU Ne) SS eS Ss Py 
agia bud CET qre Gi @ 


Skanda Purana, Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda, Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 verse 
35 Ist half 


It simply means that the Brahma Kaivarta belongs to Surya Devata and this is the way 
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the 18 Puranas are classified. 


There seems to be some truth in giving these Puranas to various Devatas if we observe 


the Padma Purana we observe the following verse 


Fist a Aey aerator aera: 
THUR STHIATIG aT T CIT o 


Translation: At the order of Brahma, KeSava in the form of a horse, brought back the 
Vedas when all the worlds had nothing left in them. 


Reference: Padma Purana Srushti Kanda Chapter 1 verse 47 


So it is quite possible that Padma Purana initally glorified only Brahma and later other 
portions may have been added. We also have the following information in Wikipedia 


regarding Brahma Kaivarta 


" Another related text, called Brahmakaivarta Purana, also relatively modern but traced 


to South India, exists in many versions" 


This means that the Brahma Kaivarta is completely different from the Brahma Vaivarta 
Purana. It is also possible that the authors of this text were unaware of any Purana called 
Brahma Vaivarta Purana. As per Skanda Purana Brahma Kaivarta Purana is related to the 


Surya Devata and not Krishna. This is something to be noted. 


Now let us look at the categorisation as per the Shankara Samhita of the Skanda Purana 


«xr Ba ROTA facia gH: | 
Sra uror farra: AMA Sq Il 
Selle 45, MHF Us, RaW UUs, Sd» Seal, hea YAM Chapter 2 


Translation: The ten Shaiva Puranas are Satwika in nature as known by wise men. The 


Brahmanas have Shraddha in them and follow the Dharma told in them. 


Let us look at 3 screen shots again below with the page number as a whole and then 


with the specific verses 
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10 ub sear eC m vam jy Gam 
amara fret ei aaa sagha fe) ama quonia fura anà faasaga n #3 
eeaaengs waqfa finga) aa eed saena quu autem a wa 
dmi: an reà: sèma aa Sq gamfa afama Agia: a 09x 
ènia frat. aai wateg amaa ata gh amà gegane gaq at 
factager Rra: geenits daaa a ferm fava: aà mgm aa: wa: 45 
aada gemf aema} FN: AT: | qu aa yoni Ra qiu qargan i “ec 
Soria @ aeni emere giva: afaa ear eat: ag akaa eft: 1 P 
qu: genera gee Aaaa) fairer amam: agar: RA a: a žo 
ao fra: ga: Era m wer ades: Ag a uai a aat faisge: 2 


am ure aa Set ada Gat) maei mat age p N Nen i Ya 


Classification of the Puranas into Satwika, Rajasika and Tamasika in the Skanda Purana Pg 10 
| aa Sa quería aami eee: 1 09x 
Skanda Purana, Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda, Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 verse 
45 second half 
sriaíat farwat: Anj ateg ewm | 
Skanda Purana, Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda,Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 verse 
46 Ist half 


SMTA a red. TERT HAR: | 

aAa yur uA Ay ere at gR: 1 

Translation: The 4 Vaishnava Puranas are Tamasa in nature, O Muni, the Dharma told in 
them is for Kshatriyas, the Devata for them is Hari. 


LAP 49, WHT GUS, Rave BUS, SÍ Alec, a IM Chapter 2 
Please find the screen shot for this below 


- 


kami a aeni aaaf peer: | afma ara sat: 89 ataa efe: i xt 


Skanda Purana, Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda, Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 verse 
49 


Now the rest of the Puranas are categorised as follows 


Sal d was dau Sal Uda GH | 
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Translation:The Brahma relates Puranas (Brahma and Padma) are Rajasik, are in fact 
liked by Vaishyas and heard by them every where. 

Seife» 52, WHT GUS, VAS UUs, Rwy Alea, Mea RM Chapter 2 

Please find the screen shot for this below 


mèg Tse Hen Set ada gm 


Skanda Purana, Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda, Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 verse 
52 Ist half 


qaa waged sa eaa «i | 


Translation: The Agni related (Agni Purana) and Surya related ( Brahma Kaivarta Purana) 


are mixed with 3 Gunas. 
Rel 53, WH UUS, Mae UUS, Hx Blea, Hq WO Chapter 2 


Please find 2 screen shots one of the whole page and another of the verse 


eribusu &resri ib — 9 sHusrund-2 11 


qwau ange waa Aaa cene fann qererrfer kafa fe i Yà 
tai gia: es gaga) edRrpenered ogre unge i T 
aren sagna ferar gaika avait a afar quara after Seordt gai T 
wat misè MA EL CHE ma a aa cara A: RRT |) "3 
fda dfa fam: szegendea mrega mah axrfasivanfraen à Yo 
farafienistaen dsena | wit q até cae erri paren |) ve 
maaga enr qama emuwnfvram | agadeagaria qun agra: n Le, 
asaka Sta cist giaa aja ardiai aea grfaege I to 


anzi agane aaa aart a: aA ence: enmmereETGESH ti w 
qa gaastra: faeere. ega: mège aAA & qeereema: wa: |) 43 


Skanda Purana verses where the various Samhitas of this Purana are described 


quaa amg suma dia a | 


Skanda Purana, Shankara Samhita, Shiva Rahasya Khanda, Shambhava Khanda Chapter 2 verse 
53 


Now Padma Purana categorisation is as follows 
Satvika Puranas: 


quid qal a qur uad YHA I 
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TSS a qur Ural aR YUE | 
MAPA RTA faster BUTTS 1 


Vishnu Purana, Naradiya Puran, Padma Purana, Garuda Purana, Varaha Purana, Srimad 
Bhagavata Purana are sAttvika(236.18) 


Rajasa Puranas: 


TVS sadad Aver qua | 
yas ast sel tera Frater 1 


Brahmanda Purana, Brahmavaivarta, Markandeya Purana, Bhavishya Purana, Vamana 
Purana, Brahma Purana are rAjasika (236.19) 


Tamasa Puranas: 


Tre eon qur epa sid sera di u | 
amid x wars anm fs 1i 


Matsya Purana, Kurma Purana, Linga Purana, Shiva Purana, Skanda Purana, Agni Purana 
are tAmasika (236.20) 


Now please find the comparison table below 


Comparison Table 
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From this can we not determine that at max, the categorisation of Puranas is simply 
sectarian in nature, anyone with an ounce of brain will understand this,even what was 
quoted by the Iskconite from the Khanda version of Skanda Purana is like quoting the 
opponent in a commentary text, like for example there is an Advaita text and people 
quote the Buddhist opponent in the Advaita text, it is like stating that the Advaita text 
supports the Buddhist position, this is how ridiculous the Iskconite’s argument is, if 


however people want to simply find ways to stick blindly to their beliefs they may. 


PREVIOUS POST 
Why the verse 16.8 cannot be used against Advaita Vedanta Part 3 


NEXT POST 
HAPPY GREGORIAN NEW YEAR TO ALL my READERS 


4 THOUGHTS ON “CLARIFICATION ON THE SKANDA PURANA 
VERSES AND FURTHER INSIGHTS” 


fad: (Vivekah) 


december 26, 2021 at 5:41 pm 


STARRETT JV Hetaul 


One should not forget that Saarai: (STATS fqeTRUS:) has written WTSTH on 
IRIRA of Prane RTI 
Pm a person who is very much interested in TTKTE., | love all the Mel: 1 ST8TGSPTTEGT, 


shyt, Satta, Rata, DUA, Taga, AAA & so on. The gaara is 
verily taught in Thar | 

What I feel is that mahodaya, the spotter isn’t present in the version of 
XhT-cHelyRUIF where it is divided into WUST:, but | presume that it'd be present in 
the version which is divided into Gear: | 


* Like 
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Reply 


Deepak 


january 14, 2022 at 11:03 am 


Apparently, there’s another classification like this in the Garuda purana which 


places Padma itself into the category of Rajasa Purana. 


https://www.getwisdom.in/index.php? 
mdi=D&flg=N&pmd=W&vip=puran+eng &puran=17+Garud&sec=O&chap=1& 
cod=eagle&pn=810&act=go&bnl=chap&bn=page 


* Like 
Reply 


Publisher 


january 14, 2022 at 5:37 am 


fade: (Vivékah) 


january 15, 2022 at 11:48 am 


IERI ie 

I’m aware of this & Unlike other set of vaidikah cafe: means only 
Sankaracarya followers & others who are Rradberamaanies:) | tend to accept the 
divisions of GRO based on AoT: | Why only GRUP everything INCLUDING 
da: | Yes actually dà: is both Prior: & SRTUT:, da: is Prefer: as STG & Fa: is WT: in 
the form of IGE (epics) hence possess ‘UII: | have given very clear description 
as to why should we inculcate this idea of ascribing UIA based on OM: | 


But they are all relative! When one say that QSUTQSTUTTFT are qtu qvi», it 
means that, It's w.r.t. the hla QUA they're TANTO RTO I Similarly, same 
WNIUTH can be both Xo: & Ud: but in a completely different frames. W.r.t. padma, 
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the agro are ANAT: nothing wrong in this, It’s just like quago are 


quiu geron A according *I-aQrIUlH] Something with qun]: isn't wrong or 
bad! It does teaches truth! These YRO has to do with afirepi da: | Here TUT: 


isn’t to be understood as a quality. 


But fake people who are non devotees (everyone who have disparaged 
Qao) are wrong. This blogger has done a good job mentioning the verses 
from the thl-aQRTUTA I Certain vifa: portions aren't readily to Google. 


Those who disparage agony baselessly should think what is actually T[UT: 
mean & why they have been described differently in different places in poA 


To support one’s notion one shouldn’t demean other RoR, As we saw/knew all 


these ARTERY are the ae of fd: as is mentioned in UsIUXTUIHI So why 


should one demean certain set of RoI The aA- TOT: actually lies intrinsically 
in showing/perceiving the hierarchy between fara:-fa'yr: (they're forms of same 
Ute), one should understand what is actually mentioned in Tony properly. 
And It's dH: in assuming that certain form (MJUI:) is permanent. 


* Like 
Reply 


LEAVE A COMMENT 


Create a free website or blog at WordPress.com. 
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ANSWERING ISKCON 


= MENU 


Falsity in categorization of Puranas 


july 2, 2020 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, purana categorisation related 
arguments 


It is generally noticed that the Padma Purana verse is quoted to prove that the Puranas 
are actually classified into Satwika, Rajasika and Tamasika Puranas. However any one 
with an ounce of sense will not really believe this. Suppose a mother is giving food to her 
children, will she give more poisonous food to one, less poisonous food to another and 


completely non-poisonous food to some. Obviously not , she will give the best food to her 
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children depending upon the tastes of her children. Similarly Vyasa, who has the same 
kind of love for humanity will not give Puranas in this way. He will give Satwika Puranas 
to all. However logic does not generally function for Vaishnavas as a whole, they love 
quoting the same old nonsense and logic makes hardly any effect on them. As they have 


given up reasoning completely. Now let us see the Padma Purana verse 


Satvika Puranas: 

qid ddl a aur und YU | 
MSE a qur ums aR YHA | 
maaa uror Fa GH d 11 


Vishnu Purana, Naradiya Puran, Padma Purana, Garuda Purana, Varaha Purana, Srimad 
Bhagavata Purana are sAttvika(236.18) 


Rajasa Puranas: 

THUS Tada Huse qua F | 

"far are ste rente frs I 

Brahmanda Purana, Brahmavaivarta, Markandeya Purana, Bhavishya Purana, Vamana 


Purana, Brahma Purana are rAjasika (236.19) 


Tamasa Puranas: 
area epi qur cigs Std será dia u | 
amg a warf aer frere 1 


Matsya Purana, Kurma Purana, Linga Purana, Shiva Purana, Skanda Purana, Agni Purana 
are tAmasika (236.20) 


STET A: AN: ASAT AST HHT: | 
ada aren afa Pranic: 1 


Satwika Puranas give Moksha, Rajasa Puranas are inauspicious and Tamasa Puranas oh 


Devi are sources for Naraka. 
UY. BUR 236.21 


Now the irony here is that the Padma Purana places itself in the Satwika Category, also if 
one notices it slyly puts the Vishnu related Puranas as Satwika and the Shiva Purana as 
Tamasika, not even Rajasika. Also another thing to note is that Padma Purana is a 
Vaishnava Purana. Another excuse used by Vaishnavas is the Matsya Purana verse as 


follows 
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sattvikesu puranesu mahatmyamadhikam 
hareh /rajasesu ca mahatmyam adhikam 
brahmano viduh //tadvadagnesca 


mahatmyam tamasesu Sivasya ca 


“In the Puranas in the mode of goodness, the 
focus is the glories of Lord Hari. Those in the 
mode of passion, the focus is on the glories 
of Lord Brahma. Similarly, those in the mode 
of ignorance, the focus is on the glories of 
Lord Siva and Agni. 


Soin short it is Vaishnava Puranas which state that Vishnu related Puranas are Satwika, 
where as Shiva Puranas are Tamasika. 


Now let us look at the classification of Skanda Purana. 


axl qe aerea fagua: | 

yaa farra: A4 wears l 

RAH 45, MYT GUS, RREA GUS, VHX vifedr, Hs WT 

Translation: The ten Shaiva Puranas are Satwika in nature as known by wise men. The 
Brahmanas have Shraddha in them and follow the Dharma told in them. 

away a Meat Ert APR: | 

aAa yer ae Ay eret SR: 1 

Translation: The 4 Vaishnava Puranas are Tamasa in nature, O Muni, the Dharma told in 
them is for Kshatriyas, the Devata for them is Hari. 

RAP 49, IMHE GUS, RAS GUS, xix HSM, Ws RM 

Hence this shows clearly that Skanda Purana, a Shaiva text is telling that all Shaiva 
Puranas are Satwika, where as Padma Purana a Vaishnava text is telling that Vishnu 
Purana is Satwika. 

This shows that the categorization of the Puranas based on the Gunas is absolutely 
unreliable. This means both Pramanas contradict each other. 

So now let us see how we can proceed with the categorization now, we have 
contradictory Pramanas, since both Pramanas contradict each other, none of their 
categorisations are valid. The categorization is maximum sectarian in nature nothing 


more. 
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So now let us take another Pramana which is seen as Pramana by almost all sects of 


Hinduism. The Srimad Bhagavat Gita , following is a verse from it 
Fel N: 
adudy 2-8 Hanae 


afauad faraqu ma fates MAPHI 8.201! 


English Translation By Swami Sivananda 


18.20 That by which one sees the one indestructible Reality in all beings, not separate in 


all the separate beings know thou that knowledge to be Sattvic. 


Meaning wherever there is knowledge of the oneness or all pervading reality or Ishwara 
talked about, that knowledge is Satwika. Or if it helps in seeing Advaita or Non-duality 
that is Satwika knowledge. This is as per the Bhagavat Gita verse. Hence if any Purana 
talks about oneness or Advaita, such a Purana should be considered to be a Satwika 


Purana. 


Now Vishnu Purana and Padma Purana are seen as Satwika Puranas, well if they talk 
about the Satwika Jnanam or knowledge talked about in Bhagavat Gita then they are 


Satwika Puranas otherwise they are not Satwika Puranas. 
Let us see verses from Vishnu Purana 


Vishnu Purana Book 1 Chapter 22, verse 87 


Translation:| am Hari, all of this is Janardhana , nothing other than this exists in this 
world of cause and effect . He who has this type of mind , would not again come back to 
this world of opposites . 


Vishnu Purana Book 1 Chapter 2 verse 39 
ede eÀ HAAAT | 
URAT Ufer Sga: 1 


Translation:Whatever seen as constituted or formed is nothing but in essence your 
awareness or consciousness , but on account of false knowledge “Bhraanti Jnaana” 


people see it as the world , such people are without Wisdom or Yoga. 


Like this there are many verses in the Vishnu Purana, hence this proves that Vishnu 


Purana is a Satwika Purana as it gives knowledge of oneness as confirmed by Bhagavat 
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Gita. 
Let us look at Padma Purana once 


Padma Purana Srushti Khanda Chapter 2 verse 35 
aaa Oar Med srarfür SRT, 
qara Geeta add 


Translation: Beyond manifest and in manifest is the nature of Brahman situated and 


established, in all of this variety Brahman’s existence is seen. 


Padma Purana Srushti Kanda Chapter 2 verse 36 
TRA AaT Aa URSA RRO: 
ATEEN: Urania erra | 


Translation:Hence it is beyond misery , without form , stainless , he who attains this 


blissful Brahman has no more fear. (Similar verse is present in the Upanishads ). 


So this again shows that Padma Purana is also talking about oneness, hence it is also 


Satwika Purana since it gives Satwika Jnana. 


Now let us go to the so called Tamasika Puranas, let us see if they give knowledge of 


oneness or Satwika Jnana as told in Bhagavat Gita. 
Let us look at the Shiva Purana which is claimed to be a Tamasa Purana 


Shiva Purana Kailasa Samhita (Section 6) Chapter 17 Verse 3 


syaa Sars | 
aedaaaaisd gaa Ged efeq | 
od d TB TM STRATA Il 3 I 


Translation:This is the Saivite philosophy of non-dualism. Nowhere does it brook duality. 


Duality perishes and the non-dualism remains imperishable. 


Shiva Purana Kailasa Samhita (Section 6) Chapter 19 Verse 8 


wame Gade dayana fara | 
q: a udía fagheReerratRerad I I 


Translation:The Atman is the perfect knowledge: what is here is there; he who is here is 


there." The concept is very well interpreted by the scholars. 


So in fact we see even in Shiva Purana, oneness is being told, meaning Satwika Jnana is 


being given, This means even Shiva Purana is a Satwika Purana. 


Now lastly let us look at some verses in the Linga Purana as well 
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Linga Purana Purva Bhaga Chapter 17 verse 17 
Hed us wali: UAT ae fai Ii 
ages yd Ud CTA I | 31.319 | [Translation: | am the Supreme Awareness, | am the 
Paramatma and all pervasive, whatever is seen and heard , moving , unmoving , all of 


this world is me. 


Linga Purana Purva Bhaga Chapter 17 verse 18 


qafafa dgqdaa «d Fara | 
UT NIE uxTegad dgfdsrqe squat $6.36 11 


Translation: All of that (as illustrated in verse 17) is full of me, it has been projected by 


me, and made manifest in the beginning, which is of 24 Tatvas. 


Linga Purana Uttara Bhaga Chapter 15 verse 15 


q fébferea farara-afafa mgA AfA: | 
ARTSY d Use RIGA 26,24 11 


Translation: Nothing in this world in the least is different from Shiva as told by wise men. 


Shiva is both Aparabrahman and Parabrahman. 


Linga Purana Uttara Bhaga Chapter 15 verse 18 


iors wea Naaa fad 
farenfaremease dt a sies: HAA II 


Translation: Other than Shankara, other than Shiva there is nothing. He is the essence of 


both knowledge and ignorance. 


So even Linga Purana talks about oneness, this means that even Linga Purana is a 


Satwika Purana. 


I think these quotes justify completely that categorisation of Puranas into Satwika, 
Rajasika and Tamasika is not correct. If at all they have to be categorised, the standard 
that has to be taken is the Bhagavat Gita verse which talks about Satwika knowledge. So 
any Purana that gives this Satwika knowledge can be considered as a Satwika Purana. It 


is my belief that all 18 Puranas are Satwika Puranas. 


As a final note | would like to add that inspite of this, if Vaishnavas still feel that they are 
correct then they face a problem here, they cannot claim that Hari is completely Satwa 
,as Padma Purana describes all the Puranas are body parts of Hari, the translation and 


reference is as given below 


1. Brahma Purana is said to be the ‘forehead’ of Sri Hari, 
2. Padma Purana is said to be the ‘heart’ of Sri Hari, 


3. Vishnu Purana is said to be the 'right arm' of Sri Hari. 
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. Shiva Purana is said to be the ‘left arm’ of Sri Hari. 

. Srimad Bhagawat is said to be his ‘thigh’, 

Narada Purana is said to be his ‘navel’, 

. Markendeya Purana is said to be his ‘right-foot’. 


. Agni Purana is said to be his ‘left foot’, 


© MN OM A 


. Bhavishya Purana is said to be his ‘right-knee’, 

10. Brahma Vaivrata Purana is said to be his ‘left-knee’. 

11. Linga Purana is said to be his ‘right ankle’, 

12. Varaha Purana is said to be his ‘left ankle’, 

13. Skanda Purana is said to be the hair on the body of ‘Sri Hari’. 
14. Vamana Purana is said to be his ‘skin’. 

15. Kurma Purana is said to be his ‘back’. 

16. Matsya Purana is said to be his ‘stomach’. 

17. Garuda Purana is said to be his ‘bone-marrow’. 


18. Brahmanda Purana is said to be his ‘bone’. 


Padma Purana, svarga khaNDa (62.2-7) 
This means as all Puranas form the body of Hari they have to be Satwa since Hari is full 
of Kalyana Gunas as per Vaishnavas, if they argue otherwise then they have to admit that 


Hari is not full of Kalyana Gunas, since there are Gunas in Hari which lead to Naraka also. 


PREVIOUS POST 
Desparation of Vaishnavas to prove that Shankara considered Vishnu 


Paratvam Part-1 
NEXT POST 


Why the Padma Purana verses quoted against Advaita cannot be 


taken seriously 


21 THOUGHTS ON “FALSITY IN CATEGORIZATION OF PURANAS” 


Kalyan 


october 22, 2020 at 6:35 pm 
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Is there any published version of the skanda purana which contains the verses 
pertaining to the classification of the puranas? There is a translation of Skanda 
purana online here - https://www.wisdomlib.org/hinduism/book/the-skanda- 


purana 


| could not find any references to SITPHd us, rarest WS, gpx Gear in the 
translation. Could you help me identify these? 


* Like 
Reply 


Publisher 


october 24, 2020 at 3:43 am 


See you want find it in this version Skanda Purana has 2 versions one is 
Khandatmaakam, another is Samhitaatmakam. Please check the 
Samhitaatmakam version you will find the verse. | have already checked it. 
Second what you find here are only Khanda based online not Samhita based. 
Please go and search for Samhita based, it is very much there. | don’t put 
anything on my articles without verifying them. Please verify your objections 


before coming here and commenting. 
Like 
Reply 


Kalyan 


october 24, 2020 at 5:55am 


/[Please check the Samhitaatmakam version you will find the verse. I have 
already checked it .// 

Please give the link and verse reference for the skanda purana version that 
you checked. If this version of skanda purana is not available online, but is 
published in the form of a book/books, please list out the name of the book, 


along with publisher and ISBN. | appreciate your help. 
K Like 


Publisher 


https://jagatgurublog.wordpress.com/2020/07/02/falsity-in-categorization-of-puranas/ 8/20 


10/09/2024, 20:39 Falsity in categorization of Puranas — Answering ISKCOn 
october 26, 2020 at 12:32 pm 


Please check these links 
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It seems you will get individual Samhita portions. Please search other Samhitas 


yourself. 


¥ Like 


'— 4 i 
== Manasvin Sharma Pralayankar 


13034 

Para 
E S6 B 

d february 13, 2022 at 11:28 am 
P Nm 


Here bro, Skanda Puran Svarga KhaNDa (62.2- 
9)https://www.wisdomlib.org/hinduism/book/the-padma- 
purana/d/doc365281.html 


* Like 
Reply 


Publisher 


february 13, 2022 at 2:35 pm 


Sorry that is Padma Purana. Not Skanda Purana. 


* Like 


Publisher 


october 26, 2020 at 12:33 pm 
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* Like 
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Reply 


fade: (vivékah) 


september 8, 2021 at 3:05 pm 


The classification of URI based on FROM: is completely “CORRECT”! There’s 
nothing wrong in it mahodaya! All the SIPTRSTHTQSTUTIT- are the angi of Bf: as is 
mentioned in SRGUS: (&3.3-0) of USTUXTUIRTI 

I'd like to emphasize that it took more than 2 years for me to understand the 
meaning of JU: | It’s not just eTáfUTT/modes of nature & so on. So let me mention 
at Ist that it’s completely wrong in assuming that XIxd![UT: is good & TANJO: is 
bad ,There’s lot more to it (JUI:) in the realm of PEOR 

Now here's my understanding: Everything in this world is Anf: Our whole 
perception is based on FAJON: | Be it hearing, speaking, our touch & everything in 
this Addy: is AAT There can never exist in this world which is without 
gunah, It's only STAT which is Pisari This is the WATA: | 

dà: is both fjr: & HJU: | dq: is Fryar: in the sense that It’s STAT (FORT), 
Odea aay It’s (da: is) UU: through AAU & also if they are printed in 
some format of a book. So, even dal: themselves manifests therefore possess 
BOT es ATAT) 

So when Q«: itself is fruar Every other works like poA are Brqurfare 
only! So classification of FROM based on IE HUE is not at all wrong! As I have 
clearly mentioned at 1st that “It’s completely wrong in assuming that Uta]: is 
good & TARTU: is bad ,There’s lot more to it (JUI:) in the realm of upi: I" 

It’s all relative in this Oldelkheau, let me give an example, H«TUXIUIHH mentions 
yq as WIPRO & Us] in itself with few other RA claims that it’s 

fcd usur 

It’s completely wrong in concluding that there's is a contradiction over here! 
There literally no contradiction... From the frame of padma itself it's MAPRI 
& from the frame of matsya It’s a INIP YRT as I’ve clearly told that in this 
delays: everything is HÀ: (relative) & It's only Atmà which is FU: as 
It’s not AdgR: | Then how can one claim “absolutely” that so & so is MaA: or 
Woh: or dTHRTG»:? It should be a relative statement. Whoever say this, my very 
next question will be w.r.t. what regime are you speaking as | knew the results, | 
know from which frame one is talking about i.e., when one say that so & so is 
MAP: or WAH: or AARP: | 

Its completely wrong in claiming baselessly that some portion of Xc»I-4UxTUT is 
interpolated just because it's not in concurrent with some QXIUTH doesn't mean 


that It's false. Xp I-auxTUTH claims that qurq on A are MHÍN: & there's literally 
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nothing wrong in it! But what is wrong? 
Wrong is with people’s understanding that so & so is interpolated when It’s 
completely right & wrong is that vouching some YXU leading to narakam, It’s 
wrong so! Those portions are interpolated which says that you shouldn’t vouch to 


some Gon | 


Pm aware of earlier & which you've already mentioned that, qarga) varius 


LAPT: (&3.3-15) mentions that all the STET STHTQRTUTTS are the APH of gh, SO 


vouching to a particular Hg: (GRA) of Bf: is not at all a bad thing. 


¥ Like 
Reply 


fade»: (Vivékah) 


september 8, 2021 at 6:13 pm 


TARTA Ja 

PRM ua Had: feggemausuq | aga: AAAI R URS NANPA: 
Affe sme UHR pad | GR SAA ISKCON GAT: agi AY: NAN A AATA: 
SUR WRI 


I’m a Physics graduate from IIT-Guwahati, they use to take us to Ha4ula: & then 
the sdfeaarfes: ISKCON people use to preach their hatred on afer ara: | 
Actually the founder of ISKCON is just a piece of shit! He is indeed a worthless 
buffalo! I’m sorry It’s an insult to buffalo! This idiot abhoy pappu has incurred a 
greatest sin in insulting fSTG:-NTE V:, you can see his hatred on ÎTI: in Bg. 2.62, the 
way he has mentioned f3Td: as the one who is taking sense pleasure! & he was 
telling that some unknown mean idiot thakura has succeed in his attempts by 
restraining his senses but Ria: couldn't succeed in restraining senses? When a 
great AUTE: himself couldn't be able to restrain what to speak of others & abhoy 
himself? Peak level of stupidity! He is indeed a perfect example for WAI: as is 
mentioned by PRYNU: in sias Tad itself (RTA: is indeed HAD & heisa 
supreme brahma. he is a greatest JUTA: & at the same time he is greatest SITE, 
fia: is indeed a greatest TITUQQT: & PRId: is indeed a greatest URI These idiots will 
never understand facts because majority in ISKCON & its followers are non 
devotees of PU: | 


¥ Like 
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Hariram 
mu 


LA. 
5 


october 6, 2021 at 2:27 pm 


4 Ms 
(PU, 


Unfortunately, even the shankaracharyas seem to have endorsed the 'sattvika 
purana' concept. 
https://qr.ae/pGJVqN 


* Like 
Reply 


fade: (Vivékah) 


october 6, 2021 at 8:02 pm 


I think you haven't read my response properly! This is the whole problem with 
non devotees of bhagavan like you! We need to listen to the points & apply our 
discrimination! 

The division of GRIM based on PARTUM: are true! There’s nothing wrong... You may 
want to read my 1st reply. If you don’t understand it means that you don't have 
proper discrimination because of your preoccupied biased notions. As simple 
as that. 


K Like 
Reply 


Publisher 


october 12, 2021 at 12:00 pm 


You are welcome to keep your opinion | am however not bothered. 


* Like 


fade: (Vivékah) 


october 12, 2021 at 12:08 pm 


https://jagatgurublog.wordpress.com/2020/07/02/falsity-in-categorization-of-puranas/ 16/20 


10/09/2024, 20:39 Falsity in categorization of Puranas — Answering ISKCOn 


The just above reply of mine isn’t intended to the author of this blog but to the 


non devotees of krsna like Hariram & other ISKCON idiots! 


¥ Like 


Publisher 


october 12, 2021 at 11:58 am 


Actually the verse and the quotations prove nothing. Frankly speaking. We can 
discuss why they do not prove anything also. 


* Like 
Reply 


Pingback: Iskcon's Gita Exposed J& #Gita ttlskconExposed #Gitaasitis 


#IskconTemple #GitaCourse #RevivingValues - Jewish Digital Times 


MANDAR DATTATRAYA JOSHI 


june 19, 2022 at 3:11 pm 


Can one get initiated again if initiated in ISKCON because the Guru is not 
Brahmin by birth and a foreigner. 
As VEDAS say " VARNANAM BRAHMANO GURU *. 


If the initiation is itself not true then why commit to chant also. Also if 
ISTA GURU is different according to HOROSCOPE then there is need to restructure 


the whole Sadhana process. 


Please answer with references from SRIPAD SANKARACARYA TEACHINGS. 
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Publisher 


june 19, 2022 at 3:13 pm 
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| have no interest in discussing about Varna and Deeksha thank you very much. 
K Like 
Reply 


Deepak 


june 26, 2022 at 9:58 am 


The same Padma Puranam which says Shaiva puranas leads to hell also narrates 
the story of Mpa who obtained Mukti by propitiating Shiva. 

TARTAS: 3 (aT US: / HAT: 34 

Red ipp sA vdd pussy I 

ygd &sdquit WAHT UA val 

«erased Rii urgasid fürarere | 

maand exfesarenzf2ngm v | 

Lipps Y YRA Talal HASHT: | 

ARA AnA fet taquattaad vel 


* Liked by 1 person 


Reply 
sor navin 
Ys july 19, 2022 at 5:28 am 


these arguments between shaivaites were always there and will always be there, 
ultimately lord shiva says Bhaja Govindam means to worship 

Govinda, means Lord Shiva is asking everyone to worship Govinda. also in 
Ramayan we see that Ravana was a great devotee of Lord Shiva but still he did 
not protect Ravana because He is not superior than Lord Ram or Vishnu. So on 
this basis pls understand the superiority of Lord Ram or Krishna Or Vishnu and 
following the instructions of Lord Shiva as Adi Sankaracharya Worship Govinda 


(Bhaja Govinda )and be happy 
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july 19, 2022 at 10:41am 


Hi Navin, 


Thanks a lot for your comment, see nowadays see Iskconites are not giving 
responses, but you gave response. | request you go through this article as well 


and give your opinion 
https://wp.me/p9crHv-3Q 


Also there is plenty of evidence from the Padma Purana and Mahabharata that 
Shri Rama and Shri Krishna were both Shiva Bhaktas. So the winning of Shri 
Rama against Ravana or Shri Krishna winning against Banasura has nothing to 
do with inferiority or superiority between Shiva and Vishnu. Also there is no 
evidence from the Ramayana or Puranas that Ravana was a Bhakta of Shiva, he 


was not. This is just a product of TVserials and movies. 


* Liked by 1 person 


Reply 


fada: (vivekah) 


july 19, 2022 at 1:07 pm 


Oh! Non devotee navina, ISKCON non devotional idiots are Buffoons. For Adi 
Sankara, he himself is govindah in reality. jagadguru Adi Sankarah has even 
composed saundaryalahari as well Giai. along with Sade he has 
composed afm aq (daksinamürtyastakam) as well. We don't or we 
shouldn't have any problem with far: being worshipped as supreme Sẹ (para 
brahma) because that's what scriptures proclaim. The same scriptures also 
proclaims Sivah to be parabrahma. Sivah himself has proclaimed himself to be 
the para brahma in gità (Siva-gità of padma puranam) & what else is required? 
This authentic Siva-gita has bhasyam by Sankaracaryah of Srngagiri (14th 15th 
centaury) even kaficT $ankaracaryah (jagadguru parama Sivendra sarasvati) 


has commented on this Siva-gità of padma puránam. 


lord visnuh is asking everyone to worship Sivah in puranàni such as Siva 
puranam, lihga puranam etc. You seem to be a non devotional fool who cannot 
even understand the purport of the scriptures. Yeah disguised people in the 
name of vaisnavàh had & will have problems with the devotees. So please 


understand the pure intention of lord visnuh & worship parabrahma Sivah & be 
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happy. If you cannot, you can worship any of his form or name such as devi, 


ganapatih, visnuh, sGryah & so on & be happy. 


P.S.: Your buffoon arguments are so silly, why would anyone rescue ravanah for 
his acts? For you he is seemingly a devotee of Sivah, to the devotees he isn’t so! 
For example, just because in one’s life one keep on composes verses on Sivah & 
simultaneously if he hates visnuh, he is an idiot no matter how much 
pandityam he has acquired, it just simply doesn’t even matter if he has written 
innumerable verses on Sivah, because he has treated Sivah to be different from 


visnuh 


P.P.S.: The authentic scriptures proclaims the longevity of trinity (brahma, 
visnuh & rudrah) all these 3 lives for 100 years & they keep on incarnating. The 
100 years of visnuh is different from 100 years of rudrah & 100 years of brahma, 
It is told very clearly by bhagavan paraSarah in para$ara smrtih that these 
trinities will incarnate & will undergo pralayah w.r.t. their own cycles. advaita 
$astram do not treats these trinities to be eternal as they are ephemeral. This 
authentic para$ara smrtih has a commentary by paraSaramadhaviyah 
(TSTSHTEIGTGI:) by muara: who is a jagadguru of $rhigagirih & in the 
commentary jagadguruh has also quoted skanda puranam, kürma puranam 
which has supported the ephemerality of these trinities. So you don't even know 
the reality of what is correct & what is authentic & so on as you are a non 
devotee. Try to be a devotee by gaining devotion i.e., TRY TO BECOME a devotee to 
any of the name & form of parabrahma Sivah be it devi, ganapatih, visnuh, 


süryah & be happy. 


AAA gig 
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Krishna the source of Brahman ? 


november 10, 2018 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, bhagavat gita related 


arguments 
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It is quite interesting that Iskcon has come up with a proposition that Krishna calls 


himself as the source of Brahman, as per Bhagavat Gita 14:27 . Following is the verse 
TEN fe WfdgISe Haee x 
SIC a UTR Sep Tee x1 114.271 I 


We have the translation of the verse as follows, | have taken 3 translations to make sure 


we are clear that the verse is not interpreted to be mistranslated by me. 
English Translation By Swami Adidevananda 


14.27 For | am the ground of Brahman, the immortal and immutable, of eternal Dharma 


and of perfect bliss. 
English Translation By Swami Sivananda 


14.27 For | am the abode of Brahman, the immortal and the immutable, of everlasting 


Dharma and of absolute bliss. 


English Translation By Swami Gambirananda 


14.27 For | am the Abode of Brahman-the indestructible and immutable, the eternal, the 


Dharma and absolute Bliss. 


So from the 3 translations, it appears that Krishna is the source of Brahman, however I 
have already explained this with the help of Shankara's commentary on the Gita in the 


following. Links below 


https://jagatgurublog.wordpress.com/2017/09/21/why-only-krishna-is-not- 


supreme-part-2/ 


https://jagatgurublog.wordpress.com/2017/09/20/why-only-krishna-is-not- 


supreme-part-1/ 


Although this verse has been answered , people may still argue that why should the 
direct meaning of the verse not be taken as it is . Why should we take a different 
meaning for the verse ? Is it because it suits your own philosophy ??? . This is a very 
good question, however if this verse was to be taken literally , then we have to take the 


following verse from the Vishnu Purana also literally . 


Vishnu Purana Book 1 Chapter 19 verse 86 


arg Ta HRA Fa: ATTN: 
THEM AAA qur d us: YAK | 


I am only that imperishable, eternal, the very basis of Paramatma and Atma. 
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I am only in the beginning with the name Brahma „I am at the end and beyond it as well. 
So, should we take this to be literal then ??, a question may arise as to why we cannot 
take this to be literal ?? probably this was told by Vishnu right ???... wrong. These are the 
words of Prahlada in the Vishnu Purana, so if certain Vaishnavas would like to argue that 
Krishna is the source of Nirguna Brahman using this verse , then | may also argue that 
Prahlada is the source of Paramatma using this verse from the Vishnu Purana. Would 
this actually be acceptable ??? People may argue , when Prahlada says it,it is different, 
when Vishnu says it is different. Let us work with that, so why should we not accept that 
Shiva made Krishna say it ??? so in this way the argument turns ugly . In short just as 
the words of Prahlada as produced from the Vishnu Purana cannot be taken literally, 
similarly 14:27 of Bhagavat Gita cannot be taken literally. The meaning would be 
something different . For this reason, the claim of Krishna being the source of Brahman 


actually holds no water inspite of the verse. 


PREVIOUS POST 
Is Narayana actually only a proper noun ? 


NEXT POST 


Why only Vishnu being Saguna Brahman as per Adi Shankara makes no 


sense ? 


8 THOUGHTS ON “KRISHNA THE SOURCE OF BRAHMAN ?” 


Higi 


september 13, 2021 at 10:21 am 


Is Sada shiva and rudra same or different? Shaivites say that Sada shiva is the 
source for Brahma, Vishnu and rudra. They say sada-shiva is nirguna and nirakar. 


While rudra is saguna. Are these claims true? 
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Publisher 


september 13, 2021 at 1:11 pm 


See this is from the Saiva and Shakta Agama standpoint, when they want to 
describe Panchakrutyas like 

Srushti -creation, Sthiti- maintenance, Laya- dissolution , Tirodhana - 
concealment, Anugraha - Grace. The role of Sadashiva, Ishwara and Rudra 
comes into picture. Only when we look at Panchakrutyas, the concept of 
Panchakrutyas does not exist outside of Shaivism and Shaktism. I have not 
seen any other school adopt this as well. Due to Panchakrutyas we have Rudra 
doing Laya or dissolution of the cosmos, Ishwara doing Tirodhana or 
concealment and Sadashiva doing the function of Anugraha or grace. This is 
the source of the claim. As far as the claim being true, if looked from the 
standpoint of Panchakrutyas it is true. These are merely different stand points 


adopted by different Sampradayas. 
* Like 
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Higi 


september 15, 2021 at 1:39 pm 


There are some Advaitins who say that Brahman is Sadashiv and Maya is Shakti, 
so i have a video, just say if Sankaracharya mentions about this. The 'VEDVIK' 
channel (137K SUBS) is Very famous for Spreading vedic truths, here's the Video - 
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=—9dpOpyd-bl 
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Publisher 


september 16, 2021 at 9:33 am 


Let me correct you, these peoole are not strictly Advaitins, they are Shaivites 


hence this concept is a Shaivite concept. This is their understanding. 


* 
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Higi 


september 16, 2021 at 3:23 pm 


So here is a person in Stackexchange, who said that Sankaracharya used 
Parameshwara Shiva as Supreme Nirguna Brahman, by quoting from his 
Brahmasutras and Upanishad Bhasyas - 


https://hinduism.stackexchange.com/a/48283 
Are they true?? 


¥ Like 
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Publisher 


september 16, 2021 at 2:17 pm 


There is a tendency of Adi Shankaracharya to refer Nirguna Brahman as Shiva, 
he refers this in the Mundakopanishad Bhashyam as well as Mandookya 
Upanishad Bhashyam. However the quotations of Shri Adi Shankaracharya have 
been taken ought of context. Also | have already quoted the Brahma Sutra 
Bhashyam where Adi Shankara emphstically declared that Ishwara is formless, 


hence there is no question of him tending towards Shiva or Vishnu. 
* Like 
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february 12, 2022 at 6:02 am 


HE xplo998 
KOO 


There are some verses Vayu Purana 104.44-55 which seem to suggest that the 
personal form of Krishna is Superior to Akshara (Nirguna) Brahman. Verse 109-110 
seem to suggest the same thing. 
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https://www.getwisdom.in/index.php? 
mdi=D&flg=N&pmd=W&vip=puranteng &puran=4+Vayu &sec=1&chap=104& 
cod=air&pn=922&bnil=chap&bn=page&act=next 


How would you interpret these? 
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Publisher 


february 12, 2022 at 10:26 am 


Thank you very much, at the same time there are verses like in the Padma 


Purana which states that the body of Hari is illusory as shown below 


Translation: O goddess, this my body is illusory and not real, and is augmented 


with the mass of the acts of creation, maintenance and withdrawal. 


Reference Padma Purana Chapter 175 verse 16, would you be willing to accept 
this verse ? Let me know. 

Not only that the Bhagavatam which you hold so dearly states that the form of 
Shri Krishna is an illusion 


poA eade mHaeneram | 
sigara Aswa Sela AAT ll 44 Il 


Translation: Oh King, know Shri Krishna to be the Self and essence of all, for the 
benefit of the world he appears as if with a body due to Maya. 


Reference: Shrimad Bhagavatam Canto 10 Chapter 14 Verse number 55. 
will you accept these verses ? 


Now coming to those verses, we simply look at them as against the view of the 
Upanishads. Those which go against what the Upanishads propose we dismiss 


them simple. 
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Purana classification and Matsya Purana 
verses clarification. 


february 19, 2022 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, purana categorisation related 


arguments 


It seems the stupidity of Iskcon knows no bounds, following is what they have stated 


"The respective works of Yamunacharya and Ramanuja which quote this passage are 
Agama-prAmANya and vEdArtha-saMgraha. sattvikesu puranesu 
mahatmyamadhikam hareh /* 


Now does Vedartha Samgraha even quote this ? This is something to be considered. They 


also have the following argument 


“Now losers can say padma puran is interpolated but but wait this verse was quoted 


by sripad Ramanujacharya ji and Yamunacharya ji in 12th century debates along 
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with the whole host vedantist. And the verse from matsya puran was quoted by 


sripad Ramanujacharya ji and Yamunacharya in vedant sangrah* 


So the claim here is that Vedartha Samgraha quotes Padma Purana. Since Sri Ramanuja 
is in the 12th century he quotes this in his Vedartha Samgraha. Also some Iskconites 
claim that the verses quoted in Skanda Purana which talk about Tamasatva of 
Vaishnava Puranas is later 15th century addition and so on. Now we do not know on what 
basis they say this, we don't know, maximum they will say no Acharya quoted it before 
that. We will not go into why this argument does not work. We will simply examine the 
claim of Iskcon, in order to make a claim they need to show some basis, Iskcon as usual 
fails to show basis for it's claims. Ist thing to be clarified here is that the quotation in 
the Vedarthasamgraha is from Matysa Purana, not Padma Purana. Also this particular 
section talks about the Satwika, Rajasika and Tamasika Kalpas. It does not talk about 
Puranas as such. This problem here is that, Iskconites are desparate to the core, they 
just heard something, Vedartha Samgraha of Sri Ramanuja has this, they do not bother 
to give reference or exact verses. Following is what Shri Ramanuja says, please find the 


screen shot below along with translation. 


VEDAÀRTHA-SANGRAHA 103 


VWETHIRNTWETUE end Wem ui carafe qu Aenea 
afest afa: HarduraTRucTGU TS gerd: | wailed nel — 
«reri: mfasiri TT: arrarerat un ght 


ufem wet qp uerb Te RIOT TUI d 
eer qup g Alera gene wu ou eh 
faa wu — 

aafaa Arey STWUN Teta | 
Treg p Arey afa mer fag: ou 
miaka seta mga gu: 
acra qurifegr: afreatea qui af i 
agag were fqeme....wem oa 


131. That even the followers of the Vedas, who take a 
wrong view of things, are to be judged on a footing of equa- 
lity with the non-Vedic thinkers has been laid down by 
Manu himself. He says, “The smritis that are non-Vedic and 
the views that are perverse, are futile, being established in 
tamas (XII, 96)’. Only those who have sattva uncontaminated 
by rajas and tamas as their innate propensity have a taste 
for the Vedas and an understanding of the real contents of 
the Vedas.  Matsyapurüna accords with this proposition: 
‘There are four categories—the mixed, the sittvika, the rájasa 
and the tamasa’. Some epochs of Brahma are mixed, some are 
dominantly sáttvika, some are dominantly rájasa and some 
dominantly tamasa. After this classification of epochs, it is 
stated that Brahm& dominated by the predominant quality 
of each epoch, proclaims the greatness of principles that 
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Vedartha Samgraha Published by Ramakrishna Ashrama Pg no 103 


Now the 1st question I have to Iskconites is that in what way does this prove that 
there is a categorisation of Puranas into Satwika, Rajasika and Tamasika ? There is 
no classification of Puranas even present in the verses quoted by Shri 


Ramanujacharya. 


2nd question, if the Padma Purana categorisation was present during the time of 
Shri Ramanujacharya, why did he not quote it in the Vedartha Samgraha itself ? | 
mean the quotation is absent here, in fact in order to prove that Satvatva of Vaishnava 
related scriptures he takes the help of a Manusmruti quote then the Matsya Purana 
quote about the various Kalpas. So where is the question of Padma Purana quotes 
being present during the time of Shri Ramanujacharya ? If they are present why did 
Shri Ramanujacharya not quote them in his Vedarthasamgraha ? Does this not show 
desparation as well as the utter stupidity of Iskconites ? Also it is very easy to show that 
even if the Satwika, Rajasika and Tamasika Kalpas are shown in the Matysa Purana it 
does not necessarily prove that only Vishnu related scriptures are Satwik, why you may 
ask, since Bhagavat Gita 18.20 , 21 and 22 classifies the Satwika, Rajasika and Tamasika 
knowledge. We have also shown that both Vaishnava and Shaiva Puranas actually give 
Satwika knowledge which is Advaita knowledge. There is one more idiotic and moronic 
argument which Iskcon uses, they use the verse 13.28 to prove that 18.20 means 


something else, basically the translation of Prabhupada as follows, 
Chapter 13, Verse 28 
One who sees the Supersoul accompanying the individual soul in all bodies and 


who understands that neither the soul nor the Supersoul 1s ever destroyed, actually 


sees. 


But following are 3 more translations which show this to be completely different. 
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English Translation By Swami Adidevananda 


13.28 Who sees the supreme ruler dwelling alike in all bodies and 
nevr perishing when they perish, he sees indeed. 


English Translation by Shri Purohit Swami 


13.28 He who can see the Supreme Lord in all beings, the 
Imperishable amidst the perishable, he it is who really sees. 


English Translation By By Dr. S. Sankaranarayan 


13.28. Whosoever perceives the Supreme Lord as abiding and as 
non-perishing in all beings alike, while they perish - he perceives 


properly. 


So does this not prove without a doubt that Iskcon's arguments are nonsense ? 


This is the problem, Iskcon comes up with all sorts of claims and we have to keep 
debunking them. 1st they said, the Skanda Purana verses quoted by me are not present 
in Skanda Purana, then when | showed them, they state that this is something later 
added into it, then they make a claim that Padma Purana verses are quoted by Shri 


Ramanuja in Vedarthasamgraha. 


| want people to understand one thing clearly, stop trusting any claim that Iskcon 
makes, they are not trust worthy in anyway, they can go down to any pathetic extent. The 
ways of Iskcon include, lying, personalised attacks, spamming, hitting below the belt 
and so on. This is what Iskcon’s methods are all about, and also stop calling Iskconites 


as Vaishnavas, they are Abrahamic slaves nothing more. 


PREVIOUS POST 
Untenability of the Sampradaya argument by Iskcon-2 


NEXT POST 


Desparation of Vaishnavas to prove that Shankara considered Vishnu 


Paratvam Part-3 
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2 THOUGHTS ON *PURANA CLASSIFICATION AND MATSYA 
PURANA VERSES CLARIFICATION." 


fade: (vivekah) 


february 19, 2022 at 7:48 pm 


mahodaya, It’s very apparent that few many people at ISKCON are so desperate in 
disparaging Sivah, they are still not understanding the meaning of gunah, Indeed 
all the names belongs to rudrah says A$valayana grhya sütrani, these people 
never ever understand things properly. At times they are superbly worst than 
ramanujah & madhvah, 1st they aren't sane, they aren't devotees & next to that 


these guys do not even know the language. They quote as if they've understood. 


GRO favor: based on AYUMI: is definitely true, but each puranam classifies the 
set of puranani differently. Therefore the statements are to be understood with 
adhikara bhedah & also It's a relative statement. Hence you cannot claim it 
absolutely. And also before all these things they’ve to understand why the 
classification has been done differently in garuda & padma & even before this 
what is mean by gunah. It’s extremely wrong in considering that tamah is 
ignorance w.r.t. WRIT AHT: is concerned. gunah isn’t just quality or even 
material modes of natures, contextually we'll have to understand the meanings. 


And regarding their wrong quoting, as I| have already stated, they don't know the 
language & they don't understand things properly as they aren't interest in 
tattvam nor that they are interested in bhaktih, they just have stupid paradigms. 


Any sane who knows the language follows Sankarabhasyam & Sridharabhasyam, 
I'm comfortable with Sridharabhasyam of AART & MIT THE 


P.S.: | hope you follow the posts & comments of adbhutam wordpress blog as 


well. 


* Liked by 1 person 


Reply 


fade: (vivekah) 


february 19, 2022 at 7:48 pm 
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many* -few many- 
XK Like 
Reply 


LEAVE A COMMENT 


Blog at WordPress.com. 
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ANSWERING ISKCON 


Untenability of the Sampradaya argument 
by Iskcon-1 


january 23, 2022 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, sampradaya related argument 


There is an argument by Iskconites that, the knowledge received by Sampradaya alone is 
correct, any other means of knowledge is not accurate and is subject to change. The 


argument used by Iskconites is that, for logic there are 2 processes, one inductive and 
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the other deductive. So inductive logic requires people to make observations then make 
a general rule, for example all men are mortal, but question can be asked how do you 
Know that all men are mortal, the answer that will be given in the inductive process is 
that since we do not observe any exception to the rule, the Iskconite responds to this 
stating that this might be the case, however it does not rule out the possibility of an 
unknown person being immortal. But if we take the deductive process, that as per this 
rule all men are mortal, for example some scripture says this, then job is done. The 
scripture is supposed to have been given by an all perfect person, hence such knowledge 
is infallible, as this comes from an unbroken tradition of teachers the knowledge is 
perfect. This is in short the argument of Iskconites on the Sampradaya, very well 


presented, there is however a flaw in the argument. 


Please find the screen shot below referencing Prabhupada’s own words on the inductive 


and deductive processes 


There are two processes for attaining knowledge—one is inductive and the other is 
deductive. The deductive method is considered to be more perfect. We may take a premise 
such as, “All men are mortal,” and no one need discuss how man is mortal. It is generally 
accepted that this is the case. The deductive conclusion is: “Mr. Johnson is a man; 
therefore Mr. Johnson is mortal.” But how is the premise that all men are mortal arrived 
at? Followers of the inductive method wish to arrive at this premise through experiment 
and observations. We may thus study that this man died and that man died, etc., and after 
seeing that so many men have died we may conclude or generalize that all men are mortal, 
but there is a major defect in this inductive method, and that is that our experience is 
limited. We may never have seen a man who is not mortal, but we are judging this on our 
personal experience, which is finite. Our senses have limited power, and there are so many 
defects in our conditional state. The inductive process consequently is not always perfect, 
whereas the deductive process from a source of perfect knowledge is perfect. The Vedic 
process is such a process. 


Book Raja Yoga Chapter 5 


A similar argument was attempted by Charvakas, towards the Nyaya philosophers, but 
Buddhists broke this argument. Buddhists stated that, cause and effect are always 
related, it is always noticed that for a specific cause there is a specific effect, fora 
mango seed you get a mango tree only, you do not get a Guava tree. Similarly to establish 
something to be true, we simply need to invoke the relation of cause and effect. Now why 
am I stating all of this, since Iskcon is stating that we need to simply adhere to a 
particular tradition to have perfect knowledge, and that this has to be accepted at face 
value without any questioning since all questioning is a product of inductive process as 
per them. This is a totally wrong assumption, there is also another reason, the 
Upanishad uses this relationship of cause and effect to explain the reality. Now we have 
another method called Anvaya and Vyatireka, what this means is that if the cause is 
there the effect is there, this is Anvaya, if the cause is removed the effect is also absent, 
this is Vyatireka. Now if we take the example of pot and clay, if the clay is present, the pot 


is present, if the clay is absent the pot is also absent. Hence investigation is done in this 
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manner, this completely eliminates Prabhupada’s argument of inductive and deductive 
processes. Many scientific laws use this same principle as well. Now then, a question 
may be asked, if a suggestion is being made to discard the Guru and Sishya 
Sampradaya and even discard the Shastra altogether. That is not being suggested here, 
we are simply stating that Shastra as such is not asking you to blindly believe what it 
says, Shastra is not telling you not to verify what it says. But ofcourse without Shastra 
the investigation becomes impossible. The Guru also has a very specific function over 
here. We will check on that as well. Now if we look at the Chandogya Upanishad it says 


the following 


Ta & Act Magalies Ue e ror: Ysa RA: GA Ys dull Teale 
oT ST WSs Vases Ue: SAAT: Tah: Wo: Maa: MANS: ll 8.6. I 


4. Where else, except in food, can the body have its root? In the same way, O Somya, when 
food is the sprout, search for water as the root; when water is the sprout, O Somya, 
search for fire as the root; when fire is the sprout, O Somya, search for Sat [Existence] as 
the root. O Somya, Sat is the root, Sat is the abode, and Sat is the support of all these 
beings. 


Chandogya 6.8.4 


Now let us understand what is being said here, the seeker is adviced to go from the 
effect to the cause, here the Upanishad says food is the effect of water, water is the 


effect of fire and finally fire is the effect of ultimate reality. 


What does this actually even mean, here food means something solid, water means 
liquid,so solidity has come from liquidity, liquidity comes from gaseous state that 
comes from particles and particles inturn come from vibrations these vibrations inturn 
when stopped resolve into space that space again resolves into existence (mere 
unqualified existence) as per the Upanishad. So a question may come, what is the 
function of the Guru here. Now the Guru in the Upanishad is not telling to do Bhajan of 
Krishna or Devotion of Krishna , then that you will go to Goloka post death, that is not 
what the Guru is stating here. The Guru is guiding his disciple to understand reality. Here 
the Guru is Uddalaka and the disciple is Shvetahketu who is his son. Now let us look at 


the verse from the Upanishad below 


smart adie fiat vna fe fers usano a fas HTa Sf I 8.33.2 Il 


1. Uddalaka said, ‘Bring me a fruit from this banyan tree. Svetaketu replied, ‘I have 

brought it, sir? Uddàlaka: ‘Break it? Svetaketu: ‘I've broken it, sir? Udddlaka: ‘What do you 
see inside?’ Svetaketu: ‘There are tiny seeds, sir? Uddalaka: ‘Break one of them, my son. 
Svetaketu: ‘Sir, l've broken it? Uddalaka: ‘What do you see in it?’ Svetaketu: ‘Nothing, sir. 
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The next verse is as follows 


d dara a d GRA a Peres uqui 3 ust ud ngra seas NAR II 
$.23.3. II 


2. Uddalaka said: 'O Somya, the finest part in that seed is not visible to you. But in that 
finest part lies hidden the huge banyan tree. Have faith in what I say, O Somya 


Chandogya 6.12.1-2 


So here the Guru is telling the Sishya to look analyze and then understand that from the 
most imperceptible from the most subtle comes the gross. From the unseen subtle 
parts of the seed comes the huge banyan tree. Even so, from the unseen subtle cause 


comes this whole universe is what is being told here. 
So this is what the Guru is telling the Sishya, this is the methodology used by the Guru. 


Let us come to one more verse from the Upanishad 

qur Gated wer usurádt fasi TUT Vat fasi gor «i AMISH qus-iusdt Hardt 
merda Adrada d« qui dida Fey Uma fanless Tues gie I 839.3 I 
2.—And as someone may remove that person's blindfold and say, 'Gandhara is this way; 
go this way, and the intelligent man goes from one village to another, asking his way 
and relying on the information people give, until he reaches Gandhara; similarly, a 


person who gets a teacher attains knowledge. His delay is only as long as he is not free 


of his body. After that he becomes merged in the Self. 
Chandogya Upanishad 6.14.2 


Now the Upanishad talks about a Rich man kidnapped from his house and thrown into a 
deserted place, later a merciful man comes and removes the blindfold from the man and 
this Rich man being intelligent asks other people passing by for the way to his country 
Gandhara. Similarly the seeker in order to know the reality uses his intelligence and 
takes the help of the teacher. 


Hence the Upanishad says amada Feu dq - through the teacher know it. It also uses 
the word “Aundi”, meaning being intelligent. So what is the student supposed to do, he is 


supposed to investigate go from effect to cause with the help of the Guru and Shastra. 


This is the actual Sampradaya or tradition meant by the Veda. This is the actual Vedic 
method, not some rubbish of only 4 authorised Sampradaya and so on. This is not based 


on some commentary or speculation this is being talked base on the Upanishad alone. 


Now the Upanishad says the following 


wia Grp farsa frda aram: Pat | 
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diesel a Tedarfinrescafirarfor: sa TATA I 82 1 


12. Let a Brahmin having examined the worlds produced by karma be free from desires, 
thinking, ‘there is nothing eternal produced by karma?; and in order to acquire the 
Knowledge of the eternal, let him Samid (sacrificial fuel) in hand, approach a perceptor 


(preceptor?) alone, who is versed in the Vedas and centered in the Brahman. 


The next verse is 


quu fagrqusram eastern AATA | 
ATER You da «rei utar at Aral Tea I $3 Ii 


13. To him who has thus approached, whose heart is well subdued and who has control 
over his senses, let him truly teach that Brahmavidya by which the true immortal 


purusha is known 
Mundaka Upanishad 1.2.12-13 


The Upanishad clearly tells that one approaches a Guru and then questions and 
investigates to find out the reality. The same process is used as told in the Chandogya. 


This is the tradition as per the Upanishad. 


So now | am also presenting the tradition based on the Upanishad alone, not even based 
on the commentary simply the verses of the Upanishad itself. Not only that following is 


the verse from the Katha Upanishad. 
HUA SIEHT TATE ATH d Tp aL | 
sO yara Ye aAA ded Il ge Il 


14. What thou seest other than virtue and vice, other than what is made and what is not, 


other than the past and the future, tell me that 
Kathopanishad 1.2.14 


Here Nachiketa is telling Yama “AAAA Tea” That which you see, tell me that. So here 
the Guru should have been himself realised and he is supposed to give the same 


realisation to the disciple. 


What must the Guru see, following is what the Isavasya Upanishad says 
aq g Valor YoY HAY CaaS | 
rdg TAM cael a fase IIg Il 


6. And he who sees all beings in himself and himself in all beings has no aversion 


thence. 
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Isavasya Upanishad verse 6 


This is the vision the Guru has. The Sishya gets the following vision post having been 


instructed by the Guru 


739 gJ Slag | SIEHE HSHGHS | 318 H2IGIS 3 SHAalalS 3 SAAS: | He Sella 
Moped Sellgoq | ASA VU aT 3 A 1d AASA MANAHA | GP ST aaf si 
Sad WT 3 dI: | STEHSRTSHTQCT 3 fel | ae fast YaAHAYAT 3 H 1 ga wach: Il 2o Il 


10. Oh! Oh! Oh! I am food, I food, I food! I food-eater, | food-eater, | food-eater! | am the 
combining agent, I the combining agent, I the combining agent. | am the First-born of 
the existence! Prior to gods, the centre of the immortal. Whoso giveth me, he surely doth 
thus save. I, the food, eat him who eats food. | the whole being destroy. Light, like the 


sun! 
Taittiriya Upanishad 3.4.10 


So this is the realisation the Sishya gets, | am everything. This is the true Sampradaya 
based on the Upanishads itself. Now the function of the Guru is for facilitating this 
realisation for the Sishya. Guru becomes the means to know this experientially. Hence 
Upanishad says arada Gel da - know this through Acharya. Since without Acharya 
experiential knowledge is not possible. Hence Sampradaya, it must consist of such 


visionaries. 


This proves without doubt that the Sampradaya argument used by Prabhupada and 
others has no meaning whatsoever. Although this refutes Prabhupada's theory of 
Sampradaya, to make this more effective we will take the verses from the Bhagavata 
Puranam itself and show how Bhagavata Puranam is inline with these teachings. Since 
Iskcon considers Bhagavatam to be the King of scriptures, we will show actually what 


the King wants to say. 


tagged iskcon, sampradaya 


PREVIOUS POST 
Misusing Adi Shankara’s verse to justify classification of Puranas 
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Stupidity in the claim of Vaishnavas 
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ANSWERING ISKCON 


= MENU 


Untenability of the Sampradaya argument 
by Iskcon-2 


february 12, 2022 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, sampradaya related argument 


Previously we have looked at how the Sampradaya argument of Iskcon becomes invalid 
if we look at the Upanishads themselves. There are other criticisms on the Sampradaya 
argument of Iskcon, however we will not go into that. Once we quote Bhagavata verses, 
this will completely remove any doubt on what Upanishad says, and how Bhagavatam is 


completely inline with what was presented in the previous article. 


Let us look at the Bhagavatam verses below 
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aa uiad Fel st Uy cad | 
OAT YAN greffe UEP Wea Il 22 I 


Translation: The mortal is melted into food, the food is melted into the seed, the seed is 


melted into the earth, the earth into smell. 
HRY uela Tey ST xar sad I 
chad sulfate Tar Sard Ba ueitud 1133 Il 


Translation: In water the smell is melted, the water goes back into taste, the taste is 


again melted into luminosity, the luminosity is again melted into sight. 


SY aa a a Susi chad NSA ms | 
SHAR Boat RAA CGAY I RY I 


Translation: Sight is melted into the wind, wind into the sense of touch, that sense of 
touch is again melted away into space, space into sound, the rest of the senses are 


melted into their own causes. 


adertes Bea cad FTA | 
Beal Vaan HRANA WY: 134 I 


Translation: That without change oh Sowmya that is again melted into the Mind of 


Ishwara, whatever has been told, sound 


a had Aer Ray TOR WUT: | 
qasan iueitusd depre MASA II 38 I 


Translation: That mind is again melted into the Gunas of Prakriti, the Gunas go back to 
the unmanifest state of Prakriti called Avyakta, this in turn is again melted into the 


changeless. 


lel Aaa fld vila sa HT | 
AE HAT STA APATTA: || Ro Il 


Translation: Jiva who is of the nature of Maya and in time is merged into the Self which 


is me unborn. The Self is established in itself. It is without any change what so ever. 


Bhagavatam Canto 11 Chapter 24 verses 21-27 


Now just notice the verses above, this proves without a doubt that this is very much 
inline with the Upanishads, it tells about proceeding from effect to cause and ultimately 
to the changeless Supreme reality. The same methodology that is told in Chandogya 


Upanishad is again told here in a different way. Notice here that in the 24th verse, 
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Uddhava is addressed as "Sowmya", the very same way Uddalaka addresses 
Shvetahketu in the Chandogya Upanishad. 


Also what is the main aim of Bhagavatam as per the Bhagavatam itself, following is the 


verse 


Wada uq IAPAA, | 
aed fadi afar bad I 93 I 


Reference: Canto 12, Chapter 13 verse 12 


Translation: The essence of all Vedanta is the oneness of Atman and Brahman, the reality 


is Non-dual, to be established in that is Kaivalya, that is the whole purpose here. 


So in short the whole purpose of Bhagavatam is to propose the oneness of Atman and 


Brahman and to be established in it. 


This proves without doubt that Bhagavatam whom the Iskconites consider as the King 
of scriptures is also following the procedure as prescribed by the Upanishads. The 


Sampradaya argument by Iskcon is proved to be bogus with this. 


PREVIOUS POST 


Iskcon gets it wrong 


NEXT POST 
Purana classification and Matsya Purana verses clarification. 


2 THOUGHTS ON “UNTENABILITY OF THE SAMPRADAYA 
ARGUMENT BY ISKCON-2” 


fade: (vivekah) 


march 6, 2022 at 2:09 pm 


Abhay caran dey (the founder of notorious ISKCON crap), is a joker & an idiot of 
course only next to madhva as none can beat madhva in this aspect. As they are 
non devotees. This is the following understanding of ISKCON founder's bogus 


students. The following is how he has taught his students about advaitam 
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Quote: 


The Advaita Mayavadis, for example, propose that there is only one living being 
and one power of illusion (avidya) that covers him, producing the appearance of 
plurality. But this hypothesis leads to the absurd conclusion that when any one 
living being becomes liberated, everyone obtains liberation. If, on the other hand, 
there are many avidyas to cover the one living being, each avidya will cover only 
some part of him, and we would have to talk about his becoming partly liberated 
at particular times while his other parts remain in bondage. This is also obviously 


absurd. Thus the plurality of living beings is an unavoidable conclusion. 


Unquote: 

See the person’s foolish understanding of advaitam. advaitam never says that 
there is “ONE LIVING BEING” What is this living being? Okay, next he said that 
when one living being becomes liberated, everyone obtains liberation. What kind 
of absurd understanding? advaitam accepts plurality in the vyavaharikasatta, if 
one gets liberated how will everyone gets liberated? What nuisance! A living being 
is a person & the absolute or the supreme truth is bereft of nàmarüpani (names 
& forms) this is what Srutih says even puranani. What is that there are many 
avidyah covering one living being? What kind of rubbish understanding is this? 


This isn't advaitam at all! 


If they claim that the absolute is krsnah, they themselves have contradicted their 
stance here because the pappu (founder of ISKCON) has quoted kenopanisad as 
if he is a scholar. It says that, Supreme truth is unknown to those who claim to 
know the supreme truth (arfdarrd fastdh, as they claim that they know that the 
supreme truth is krsnah as is stated by pappu (founder of ISKCON) himself, then 
it’s quite obvious that he himself doesn’t know the truth as per their quoted 
Srutih, If they know that krsnah is the supreme truth who has a form then why to 
quote Srutih? (a kenopanisad mantrah), now they might quote BG & say that it's 
krsnah who himself have proclaimed, that is what they understand, but according 
to the quoted Srutih, we say that the supreme truth cannot be understood 
through the words nor senses & mind. So with this, their claim of krsnah is also 
wrong as they claim as if they know the supreme truth & blaspheme Acaryah & 
jagadguruh. These ISKCON foolish idiots self contradicts & point towards 


advaitam, Such a pathetic non devotees of krsnah these people are. 


jagadguru Sankarah obviously has accepted the plurality of jivah in 
vyavaharikasatta, but not so in the case of paramarthikasatta & for 
vyasa$ankara the supreme truth isn't endowed with namardpani (names & 


forms). 
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These foolish idiots mix vyavaharikasatta & paramarthikasatta without any 


sense. They are also bereft of devotion towards krsnah & this makes them fools. 
* Like 


Reply 


fade: (vivekah) 


march 7, 2022 at 12:44 pm 


The aforementioned quoted para is taken from the following link: 
https://vedabase.io/en/library/sb/10/87/30/ 

3rd para in the false purports section. 

| forgot to specify the link 
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ANSWERING ISKCON 


= MENU 


Why Brahman being the light of Krishna 
is untenable. 


december 17, 2021 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, bhagavat gita related 
arguments 


We come across the theory from Iskcon that Brahman is the light which comes from the 
body of Shri Krishna. Iskcon uses Brahma Samhita and the Bhagavat Gita verse 14.27, 
Brahma Samhita cannot be considered since it is a sectarian text, it is believed only by 
Iskcon and not even by other Vaishnava Sampradayas. Hence we will look at the verse in 
Bhagavat Gita again, although we have looked at it. This time we will look in little more 
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TAU fe ABISENA zi 
MACS a eA Gaps 114.271 


It means, | am the Pratishta of Brahman which is immortal and unchanging whose 


property is to be ever present, whose bliss is born of aloneness. 


Now Pratishta here is taken by Iskcon, to mean the basis, but does this agree with the 


Veda ? Pratishta as per the Veda seems something different, following is what the 


Chandogya 7.24.1 says “HTa: PAUAR sid «d Aleta” 


meaning: Oh Bhagavan in what is that Pratishta of Bhuma, in it’s own expanse. 


Hence Pratishta here means expanse, hence Shri Krishna sees himself to be the expanse 
of Brahman, therefore” S&O fe UICBISEA means | am the expanse of Brahman, and 


Brahman and it’s expanse are not different. 


How do we Say this ? 


Vishnu Puranam says the following 


Yate srar stad aakucargecdgdeurcdrad agelearuellad 23 


Ref:3.3.22 Vishnu Purananam 


Translation: That Brahman which is undecaying is established in the letter Om. That 


which is big, that which is pervasive that is known as Brahman. 


GeUCAT - that which pervades. 
dq sal gfd aftieltad - that is called as Brahman in this way. 


Hence Brahman and it’s expansion are not different. 


Alternatively even if we take the sentence SUI: fe ufaur 3feH - I am the abode or base of 
Brahman, there is no way to prove that the 3fe or I is referring to Shri Krishna's body. 


In fact Adi Shankaracharya says the following in his commentary 
«std MAST He Wen meaning Abode in the way of Inner Self. 


Here Inner self refers to as the “I” which is present in all as the witness. 
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Now on what basis I say this, again I say this on the basis of Gita itself. 
aaa afa at fate dads HRT Gita 13.3 


Meaning: Know me to be the knower or witness present in all bodies oh Arjuna. 


Iskcon may argue, that this refers to merely the Paramatma aspect, this also the Gita 


does not allow. Since it defines AAF or knower very clearly. 


The Gita says the following 
TETEN: JA qx TAA TEL I 
Uca GAR UAPR 13.71 


Translation:Desire, repulsion, happiness, sorrow, the aggregate (of body and organs), 
sentience, fortitude- this field, together with its modifications, has been spoken of 
briefly. 

Here the whole gambit of thoughts and emotions are included in the field of a 
(Kshetra) or known,not the aa (Kshetrajna) or knower. Hence the Paramatma proposed 
by Iskcon is not the aaa (Kshetrajna) or Knower, why ? Since the Paramatma told by 
Iskcon is responsible for creation of the world, for creating the world an $@5I or intent 
has to be present, but that is also al (Kshetra) or known. Not the aaa (Kshetrajna) or 
knower, such a witness does not even have g% or intent. Therefore Paramatma told by 
Iskconites is not the XAF (Kshetrajna) or knower talked about by Shri Krishna. 


Shri Krishna himself acknowledges that he was in the state of Aham Brahmasmi when 
he told the Gita to Arjuna. 


The proof is from Mahabharata 
Ux fe srt PAd aga THT geni q cans aid qaam 


Ref: Mahabharata , Ashwamedha Parva Chapter 16 verse 12 


Meaning: I have talked of the Parabrahman in the state enjoined in Yoga ( state of Aham 
Brahmasmi) and full of it. Now I will tell you an old history for explaining what you asked 
for. 

So this means Shri Krishna is very emphatically telling that he was in a state of Aham 


Brahmasmi and did not consider himself as merely as his body as told by Iskconites. 


One more proof for this is the Bhagavat Gita is as follows 
Wa xil: gotai agas A Usa eren: | 
TAMAS oun: PART eta: 110.3711 
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Meaning: Among Vrishnis | am Vasudeva, among Pandavas | am Dhananjaya among 


Munis or Saints | am Vyasa among the poets | am Ushana. 


Here Vrishni is a subclan in the Yadavas, Shri Krishna belongs to that clan, (dida) 
VAsudeva signifies son of Vasudeva (qma), this refers to his own body and identity as 
Krishna having the dark cloud complexion wearing a golden garment. Such an identity is 
seen at the same level as that of Arjuna. This clearly shows that Shri Krishna sees his 
identity beyond his dark cloud complexioned yellow garment wearing body. This 
completely disables Shri Krishna being the Supreme personality God head, which if seen 
from the perspective of the Bhagavat Gita alone not based on commentary but simply 


verses, disables the very prospect of Supreme personality Godhead. 


Now there is only one more weapon which Iskconites have to prove the personality 


Godhead, the quote from the Kathopanishad, 


SIN GIGI daas 


Ref:Kathopanishad 2.2.13 


Actually it is Nityaha Anityanam,meaning eternal among the non eternal. But let us take 
the way Iskconites take it, “nityo nityanam cetanas cetananam" they take it as eternal 
among the eternals and conscious among the conscious ,here the eternal among eternal 
is the Supreme Personality Godhead as per them, this verse confirms that there is an 
Ishwara and there is Jiva, ok but where in the verse it is clearly indicates that Supreme 
reality ought to be personal with a form ? No where, also we can very easily interpret this 
verse from an Advaitic perspective, how one may ask, just think of various empty pots in 


an open field. 


So it is the space among all pots spaces, which here indicates oneness, similarly the 
eternal principle in all Jivas the conscious principle in all Jivas, the Jivas are like the pot 
spaces, just as the space is apparently limited by pot and due to the pot it is called pot 
space, similarly the all pervading eternal consciousness is called Jiva due to the limiting 
adjuncts of body and mind. This way there is no harm to Advaita Vedanta done by this 


verse. 


Now we will look at how Madhvacharya interprets this verse , the commentary is as 


follows 
TAM Stl SSO ATATEN: | 


Meaning: Of that Brahman indicates Brahman’s Maya. 
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What is the Maya as per him, Maya is Lakshmi he quotes the Padmapurana as follows in 


his Gita Bhashya 14:26, following is what he quotes 
“Tal ANG q Aaa dT a SHIRE Se: Std Ural” 
Meaning: No one bound or liberated is dear to Hari like Lakshmi. 


This means that even Madhwacharya who according to the Iskconites is from their own 


Sampradaya, does not agree with them on the interpretation of the Gita verse 14.27 


We also quote the Antaryami Brahmana, from the Brihadaranyaka Upanishad 


Verse 3.7.4-8I S] fessi S ec, TAM F fag:, GAT: SNRA, ASSAR uma, us d 
SITIS TTG: Hv II 


That who inhabits water but is within it, whom water does not know, whose body is 
water, and who controls water from within, is the Internal Ruler, your own Immortal 


Antarayamin Atman/Self. 


Verse 3.7.5:8] 5:31 farsi, TAR da, qur: sui, ats rest uma, us d 
ATTA: I4 II 


5. That who inhabits fire but is within it, whom fire does not know, whose body is fire, 
and who controls fire from within, is the Internal Ruler, your own Antarayamin 
Atman/Self. 


That is why Shri Krishna states the following 
Ter Reiter: 
SATA Y STP HAYARN: | 


sealer We v UM Ud 10.2011 


English Translation By Swami Gambirananda 


10.20 O Gudakesa, | am the Self residing in the hearts of all beings, and | am the 
beginning and the middle as also the end of (all) beings. 


Shri Krishna is stating from this view point of being the Self of all beings. 


As a final blow, we quote the Padmapurana 


Translation: O goddess, this my body is illusory and not real, and is augmented with the 


mass of the acts of creation, maintenance and withdrawal. 
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ardtsararerilvsd gargataatstay 
uaaa Ain Ri fa 2o 


Translation: O dear one, the nature of the soul is different from this. It is without duality 


and unity. It is free from existence and non-existence; and without beginning or end. 


srasifaanimeni RATARA 
Sudan Mang PNTA 2o 


Translation: It is pure consciousness, has acquired lustre, is beautiful due to great joy, is 
the form of lord, can be Known only through the oneness of the soul, and is told in the 
Gita. 

Reference: Padmapurana Book 6 (Uttara Khanda) Chapter 175 verses 16 to 18 


This completely disables Iskcon's claim that Brahman is a sort of light from Shri 


Krishna's body, they have no basis to prove this. 


PREVIOUS POST 
Advaita Vedanta vs Achintya Bhedabheda 


NEXT POST 
Why the verse 16.8 cannot be used against Advaita Vedanta Part 1 


8 THOUGHTS ON *WHY BRAHMAN BEING THE LIGHT OF 
KRISHNA IS UNTENABLE. ” 


fade: (Vivékah) 


december 17, 2021 at 4:02 pm 


AAARATATA AUN 


The last verses that you have quoted from UsTQXTUTH are present in the 


parezi eiras Iressa Es] The 1st chapters māhātmyam begins & then giga: 


begins. | remember most of the verses before the description of grig: | 


Those verses clearly teaches advaitam. | have gone through them carefully. 
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Deepak 


january 14, 2022 at 4:09 pm 


I’ve seen some Gaudiyas quote the following excerpt ( which apparently is taken 
from Vishwanatha Chakravarti's purport on Gita 14.27 ) 


“In this regard, Visnu Purana 6.7.76 provides the authority: subhasrayah sa 
cittasya sarvagasya tathatmanah. This statement is explained by Sridhara Svami. 
*He is the shelter (asrayah), or the pratistha, of the supreme brahman 
(sarvagasya atmanah). Thus it is stated by the Lord: I am the shelter of brahman 


(brahmano hi pratisthaham)." 


Did Sridhara Swami really say something like this ? 
K Like 
Reply 


fade: (Vivékah) 


january 14, 2022 at 12:04 pm 


EIE IE ge 
ypa ghd: erat: QI Tg: Ue dl (The yé: has already traversed 


so) 


Coming to the point, mahodaya, where do these ISKCON guys get all these 
things without even reading things? Here's the dd-TH of TRA: HE : 


14.27 Il Ga Saas — Teo ela fe agense Vas ueque «utu sare 


https://www.gitasupersite.iitk.ac.in/srimad? 


https://jagatgurublog.wordpress.com/2021/12/17/why-brahman-being-the-light-of-krishna-is-untenable/ 7/11 


10/09/2024, 20:36 Why Brahman being the light of Krishna is untenable. — Answering ISKCOn 
language=dv&field_chapter_value=14&field_nsutra_value=27&scsri=1&c 


hoose=1 


fecal aa: is so clear in his HTA regarding the above verse, he says 
vh sitame 
Now let's see what does Sara: says in faSTIsTUTHTSHR] : 


Here's the corresponding HINH part for (6.7.76) 


TATRA: TRANS AIAT: MAST, gat UTA -> HON R VSS uero d 
SITAE a PAR GRA Trea Sl Aaaa: Sirve 19 & Il 


Strata maena SSH «Sha d^ fq grum t8 il 


| have also quoted his HIGIE SISE to mention what he had meant in that verse. 
aard: has meant rightly that AARAA: USSIGIUITSUTISRT: this is true that 
TATRA: UHI: “AA” ATAA: for the BOTH! That is the perfect place of refuge 
for both. He didn’t say that he is the HIHA: of supreme brahma. Even the verse 


from favum is very clear. He further says Ayaa: that which beyond 
the 3 4TauTg4: siaN aql 


In HIS, It isn't mentioned as HATA: TRIM STA:, then this would have mean 
what they say, but where it’s clearly mentioned as UTA: Oster: «aft 
HIHA: Here it's OF equivalent both VARA: TRI: are in NBTQufe: | They 
are seriously funny guys! The problem is that they are funny because they are 
non devotees of UTA Apu! They claim & show off that they are devotees, 


but not so. 


Next to that, even in the AIR@YIUF there's a discussion between ASR: & 
df3Tequi: similarly. 


* Like 


Reply 


Publisher 


january 14, 2022 at 12:49 pm 


please find the verse below 


HISAR FERT MATRA: 

Burauraaictal Fads art qu 6& please note that JAAA TERT are in the 
possessive case, so here RII of that mind, ZHAI filled with 
auspiciousness, the PATA: all pervading unmoving Atma is beyond the 
3 Bhavas, indicated by Burauraarctal , “that gives mukti to Yogis oh King" is 
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indicated by these 3 Samskrutam words Wadd amr qu. See you must 
understand that this chapter is a dialogue between Khandigya and Keshidwaja. 
Keshidwaja is instructing Khandigya on how to realise Hari. So he is telling him 
ways to purify the mind. Before that Keshidwaja very clearly indicates to 
Khandigya that the formless part of Hari is superior and the form part of Hari is 
inferior. So if this is already established how can Vishwanatha Chakravarti 


provide this as authority is beyond my understanding. 
* Like 
Reply 


Publisher 


january 14, 2022 at 6:44 pm 


These are the verses 


Wold: SIT HH UST aT SATAY | 


qi uias Yards Fact ataque 11 2.14.0 1I 
UT SRAM THe: Orel SRT «ar TORAH 


That is supposed to be the Prakriti which of the nature of Vyakta and Avyakta. 
| 
«dq Ue RH Tel Ue AHA GATT 1132 LH 


That Prakruti is called Brahma which differentiates this world. 


“TAG ag HA doit MAE HRT | 
Know that thick light to be mine oh Bharata 


So this particular Prakruti differentiates everything how can it be Nirguna 


Brahman makes no sense. 
* Like 
Reply 


Deepak 


january 14, 2022 at 9:00 pm 


OK. There's also a verse quoted from Harivamsha in Vishvanatha Thakura's 


commentary 
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https://www.bhagavad-gita.us/bhagavad-gita-14-27/ 
“The Lord speaks to Arjuna in relation to bringing back the children of the 


brahmana in Hari Vamsa, Visnu Parva 114: 


tat param paramam brahma sarvam vibhajate jagat mamaiva tad ghanam tejo 
jnatum arhasi bharata 


That supreme brahman illuminates the whole universe. You should know that the 
condensed light belongs to me.” 


Does Harivamsa have such a verse? 
* Like 
Reply 


Publisher 


january 14, 2022 at 5:33 pm 


Please provide a reference for this, also this does not prove that the light comes 
out of Krishna. Would need to look at the verses before and after. 


¥ Like 
Reply 


Publisher 


january 15, 2022 at 4:52 am 


The verse is dq ud uci sar Ud faust Tq | So that Parabrahman goes ahead 
and differentiates this world, now Nirguna Brahman is ultimate reality how can 


that differentiate this world ? Also Sridhara Swami gives the following 


[114.271 laa èga — selon Sia fS agense ules utqure uid selaren uum 
UAT: Worst ua spine ci quadam: 


Translation: | will provide you the reason - of that Brahman alone.Since | am the 
Pratishta, Pratima or form of Brahman, I am the solidified Brahman. Just as the 


collected light is the sun same way over here. 


So here Sridhara Swami is treating Sri Krishna as a solidified form of Brahman. 
Here Sridhara Swami interprets the word Pratishta to mean Pratima or form. 
There is only one verse which serves the purpose of Iskcon, the one from Padma 


Purana, but then the problem is that, that will make Padma Purana self 
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contradictory in nature. They also quote Gautamiya Tantra, but we do not know 
what that book is actually meant for, and if it is only an authority for Vaishnava 
Sampradayas or all Sampradayas. Even the light which they talk about from 


Harivamsa does not seem to be Nirguna Brahman, since Nirguna Brahman does 
not differentiate the world. 


* Like 
Reply 


LEAVE A COMMENT 


Create a free website or blog at WordPress.com. 
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AAAI SA RTI. | 
AAA WATS STRAT 


Why only Krishna ts not Supreme Part 1 


september 20, 2017 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, bhagavat gita related 


arguments 


Many Iskconites claim that Krishna is the only ultimate Supreme God and the concept 
that all other deities are mere demigods. They claim that the Shastras say so , where do 
they get this claim from . Primarily from Bhagavat Gita, Bhagavatam and Brahma 
Samhita. As of now in this post I will primarily concentrate on the Bhagavat Gita and the 
Bhagavatam. Take their strongest arguments and refute them proving that their claims 
are not valid. We will also look at how they even use Adi Shankara to prove their case, so 


let us look at Bhagavat Gita , the strongest argument any Iskconite can give from the 
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Bhagavat Gita are the verses 7:7, and 14:27. There may be many other verses but in my 
opinion these are the strongest support they have to support that only Krishna is 
Supreme. Rest whatever they quote from Vibhuti Yoga really doesn't count. Reason being 


that Saguna Brahman also includes everything . Now let us examine the verses 
Chapter 7 , 7th verse 


mattah parataram nanyat 
kincid asti dhananjaya 
mayi sarvam idam protam 


sutre mani-gana iva 
SYNONYMS 


mattah—beyond Myself; parataram—superior; na—not; anyat—anything else; kincit— 
something; asti—there is; dhananjaya—O conquerer of wealth; mayi—in Me; sarvam—all 
that be; idam—which we see; protam—strung; sutre—on a thread; mani-ganah— 


pearls; iva—likened. 
| have taken the verse from Prabhupada’s Bhagavat Gita as it is. 


I will summarise what he has said , then I will look at the Shankara Bhashya , see what 


Shankara says about this and how his approach is actually . 


Prabhupada gives 1 quote from Brahma Samhita and 2 quotes from Shwetashwatara 


Upanishad , so Brahma Samhita is as follows , 


“Brahma-samhita: isvarah paramah krsnah sac-cid-ananda-vigrahah; that is, the 
Supreme Absolute Truth Personality of Godhead is Lord Krsna, who is the primeval Lord, 
the reservoir of all pleasure, Govinda, and the eternal form of complete bliss and 


knowledge” 
These are his words , then he quotes further 2 more verses 


“Svetasvatara Upanisad: tato yad uttarataram tad arupam anamayam ya etad vidur 
amrtas te bhavanti athetare duhkham evapi yanti. “In the material world Brahma, the 
primeval living entity within the universe, is understood to be the supreme amongst the 
demigods, human beings and lower animals. But beyond Brahma there is the 
Transcendence who has no material form and is free from all material contaminations. 
Anyone who can know Him also becomes transcendental, but those who do not know 


Him suffer the miseries of the material world.” 


Then he quotes one more verse from the same Upanishad to prove that , Brahman is 


Saguna only. 
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"vedaham etam purusam mahantam aditya-varnam tamasah parastat 
tam eva vidvan amrta iha bhavati nanyah pantha vidyate ayanaya 


yasmat param naparam asti kincid yasmannaniyo na jyayo 'sti kincit 


“I know that Supreme Personality of Godhead who is transcendental to all material 
conceptions of darkness. Only he who knows Him can transcend the bonds of birth and 


death. There is no way for liberation other than this knowledge of that Supreme Person" 


Hence in this way Prabhupada establishes that Supreme Brahman is Saguna only and 


not Nirguna. 


Now before even looking at what Prabhupada says let us see what Adi Shankara has to 


say about this . 


There is naught else higher than I, O 

Dhananjaya: in Me all this is woven as clusters of gems on a string. 

There is no other cause besides Me, the Supreme Lord I alone am the cause of the 
universe. Wherefore all beings as well as the whole of this universe are woven in Me, as a 


cloth in the warp, clusters of beads on a string. 


That is all, notice that Shankara doesn't get jumpy about Brahman being Saguna or 


Nirguna he simply writes what the verse is all about. 


| will now provide my counter analysis , | will not take the verse from Brahma Samhita 
now since not even other Vaishnava Sampradayas consider it to be authoritative. Now 
the verse which he quotes is talking about Nirguna Brahman only the verse Prabhupada 


quotes is in Chapter 3 verse 10, since in the same chapter, verse 11 says the following 


Sarvaannashiro greevaha Sarva Bhuta guhaashayaha sarvavyaapti sa 


Bhagawanstasmaat sarvagataha Shivaha 


Meaning the Lord who is using all the necks and heads who is present in all beings who 
is all pervasive and blissful, such a Lord is present. Hence this shows Nirguna Brahman 
only, so Arupam doesn't mean Transcendental form but means formless only , now the 


verse Prabhupada takes again is Chapter 3 verse 8 


vedaham etam purusam mahantam aditya-varnam tamasah parastat 
tam eva vidvan amrta iha bhavati nanyah pantha vidyate ayanaya 


yasmat param naparam asti kincid yasmannaniyo na jyayo 'sti kincit 


Vedaham - I know, etam -him , Purusham- The immanent Mahaantam-Great , 


Adityavarnam- like a Sun , Tamasaha Parastaat- Beyond darkness. 


tam eva- him only ,vidvan- knowing, 
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amrta iha bhavanti- You become immortal here only , nanyah pantha vidyate ayanaaya- 


There is no other path or way. 
“yasmat param naparam asti kincid yasmannaniyo na jyayo ‘sti kincit" 


That which is the highest, that from which nothing else exists separately. No one greater 
than it exists. Hence we have shown clearly that what is established through the 
Upanishadic verses is Nirguna Brahman only, this makes Prabhupada's claim without 
any meaning. Hence we can easily interpret the verse Mattah Parataram naasti as 
nothing higher or separate exists from me, this means Shri Krishna refers to his 


immanent Nirguna aspect not Saguna Aspect. 


PREVIOUS POST 
Relation between Brahman and self. 


NEXT POST 
Who is supreme? 


2 THOUGHTS ON “WHY ONLY KRISHNA IS NOT SUPREME PART 1” 


Pingback: Krishna the source of Brahman ? - Answering ISKCOn 


rwN 
l ajay 
august 7, 2023 at 1:06 pm 
A 
A À 
* Like 
Reply 
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Why only Krishna is not Supreme Part 2 


september 21, 2017 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, bhagavat gita related 


arguments 


In the last post | have shown clearly that the claim of Prabhupada that Brahman is 
Saguna on the basis of the verse 7:7 of Bhagavat Gita is flawed , his primary quote was 2 
verses from the Shwetashwatara Upanishad , I took 3 verses from the same Upanishad 
and proved it to be other wise. Now we take the strongest claim of the Vaishnavites I call 
this the strongest claim since this is the basis for them to talk about Brahma Jyoti 
emanating from Krishna’s body and so on, that verse is 14:27, as usual I will 1st take the 


commentary of Prabhupada on this summarise it and then refute it one by one. Then | 
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will look at some more Bhagavat Gita verses primarily to show that the translations of 
the Acharyas are mistranslations and so on. With this we will establish that even 
Bhagavat Gita really does not support the claims of Iskcon. Then we will move on to the 
strongest claims they have in Bhagavatam show that to be something else. Then show 


how even Brahma Samhita claim is absolutely invalid. Now let us look at the verse , 


“brahmano hi pratisthaham 

amrtasyavyayasya ca 

sasvatasya ca dharmasya 

sukhasyaikantikasya ca 

SYNONYMS 

brahmanah-of the impersonal brahmajyoti; hi—certainly; pratistha—the rest; aham-l 
am; amrtasya—of the imperishable; avyayasya—immortal; ca—also; sasvatasya—of 
eternal; ca—and; dharmasya—of the constitutional position; sukhasya— 

happiness; aikantikasya—ultimate; ca—also. 

TRANSLATION 

And I am the basis of the impersonal Brahman, which is the constitutional position of 
ultimate happiness, and which is immortal, imperishable and eternal." 


| will take a part of Prabhupada's commentary to show how he understands it, 


"The constitution of Brahman is immortality, imperishability, eternity, and happiness. 
Brahman is the beginning of transcendental realization. Paramatma, the Supersoul, is 
the middle, the second stage in transcendental realization, and the Supreme Personality 
of Godhead is the ultimate realization of the Absolute Truth. Therefore, both Paramatma 


and the impersonal Brahman are within the Supreme Person" 


| will prove this to be otherwise, and that this is nothing more than Prabhupada's 


wishful thinking . Let me look at what the blog Mahapashupataastra says about this. 
Following is what he says 


“This is yet another most controversial verse. In all the Vaishnava translations this verse 


is incorrectly translated and interpreted. 


By seeing the phrase, “brahmano hi pratishthaham", Vaishnavites claim that Krishna is 
the foundation (Pratishtha) of Brahman, hence he is higher than Brahman of Vedas 
hence Krishna is their Supreme Personality of Godhead. Therefore all other gods are his 


servants. This interpretation of that phrase is incorrect. 


Actually here the speaker of Gita declares Himself as the ground of that imperishable 
Brahman indicating that the Brahman is not different from Him, and that He is not 
different from Brahman. “brahmanah” is genitive case, singular, of “Brahman” (Genitive 
case is the grammatical case that marks a noun as modifying another noun. It often 


marks a noun as being the possessor of another noun). One can read that verse 
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as “brahmanah prathishta aham" or “aham prathishtha brahmanah". Both would be 
grammatically correct. If we only treat *aham" as the subject, then the second meaning 
is lost. If we treat only "Brahman" as the subject, then the first meaning is lost. So Adi 
Sankaracharya treats both as subject alternately by equating them so that the unity of 
“attribute-less Brahman” and “attribute-full Lord (Eswara)" comes out clearly. Brahman 
(Atman) is established in the self (Jiva) firmly as like as self (Jiva) is established in the 
inner self (Brahman). Since self and the inner self are not different, one may use either of 
them as subject. It's like a pipe; whichever end you use to see through, the object that is 


visible through it would be same." 


Unfortunately I do not agree with him on this so much of grammatical gymnastics is not 


needed to disprove the case of the Vaishnavas. 
Following is what Adi Shankara says 


"For in me, in the Pratyagatman, in the true Inner Self abides Brahman, the Supreme Self 
(Paramatman) who is 

immortal and immutable; who is the Eternal Dharma, i.e who is attainable by the 
Dharma of Jnana Yoga or wisdom- 

devotion ; who is the unfailing Bliss, the Supreme Bliss, the Bliss Immortal. Because l,- 
the Pratyagatman, the Immortal Self,-am the abode of the Supreme Self, therefore by 
Right Knowledge .one sees that the Pratyagatman is the very 

Supreme Self. It is this truth which has been declared in the preceding verse in the 
words " he is fitted for becoming: Brahman (referring to the 23rd verse)" 


He also says the following 


“By ' Brahman,’ is here meant the Conditioned Brahman, who alone can be spoken of by 
any such word as 

‘Brahman.’ the Unconditioned and the Unutterable, | am the abode of the Conditioned 
Brahman, who is Immortal and indestructible. | am also the abode of the Eternal. 


Dharma of Wisdom Devotion, and the abode of the unfailing Bliss born of that devotion." 


This way we establish that even the strongest claims they make in the Bhagavat Gita 
actually holds no water . In the next post we will also look at some of the minor claims. 
These are not that strong but they are very popular claims by Iskconites which we will 
refute very easily. This will break the illusion that Bhagavat Gita supports their 
Siddhanta. 
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Why only Krishna is not Supreme Part 3 


september 23, 2017 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, bhagavat gita related 
arguments 


In this post I will discuss the interpretation of the 27th verse in the 14th chapter of the 
Bhagavat Gita , the Shankara Bhashya says the following ” “For in me, in the 
Pratyagatman, in the true Inner Self abides Brahman, the Supreme Self (Paramatman) 
who isimmortal and immutable; who is the Eternal Dharma, i.e who is attainable by the 
Dharma of Jnana Yoga or wisdom-devotion ; who is the unfailing Bliss, the Supreme 


Bliss, the Bliss Immortal. Because l,-the Pratyagatman, the Immortal Self,-am the abode 
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of the Supreme Self, therefore byRight Knowledge .one sees that the Pratyagatman is the 
verySupreme Self. It is this truth which has been declared in the preceding verse in the 


words he is fitted for becoming: Brahman (referring to the 23rd verse)” 


The 1st part “For in me, in the Pratyagatman inner self" remember in the 13th Chapter 
Krishna says he is knower of the body , meaning he is the knower of the body, vital 
energies and the mental constitution. Actually all of us are that inner self of Sakshi. So 
when Krishna is saying “I” or “me” he mostly refers to himself as this inner self. All of us 
are this inner self only. In short the inner self is the observer of the 3 states of waking, 
dream and dreamless deep sleep. This is the basis of Nirguna Brahman , now why do we 
say so, there are 2 types of knowledge in the study of Vedanta, Paroksha Jnanam ( 
indirect knowledge ) and Aparoksha Jnaanam ( direct knowledge), now in Paroksha 
Jnaanam you say that the Brahman is so and so it is formless , without qualities , 
undivided , non-dual and so on. But all of this is Paroksha Jnaanam , since Brahman is 
an object here, to know that “I am the non dual, formless Brahman who is omnipresent” , 
is Aparoksha Jnaanam. Hence “I” over here is the Pratishta or basis for knowing the 
Brahman directly . Hence "I" is the abode of Brahman, “I” over here refers to the Sakshi 
or observer of the 3 states as described above. Hence Amratsaya Avyayasya cha meaning 
that which is immortal and immutable for that "I" is the basis. Shashvatasya 
Dharmasya - On the basis of eternal Dharma which is Jnana Yoga of knowledge of 
Advaita Vedanta. Sukhasya aikaantikasya cha -Supreme bliss or unending bliss is 
attained through this alone. Hence we easily establish that the verse in no way 
contributes to proving that Krishna is primarily Saguna . Now we will take up the second 


interpretation given by Adi Shankara and explain it further. Following is the quote 


“By ‘ Brahman,’ is here meant the Conditioned Brahman, who alone can be spoken of by 
any such word as‘ Brahman.’ the Unconditioned and the Unutterable, | am the abode of 
the Conditioned Brahman, who is Immortal and indestructible. | am also the abode of 
the Eternal- Dharma of Wisdom Devotion, and the abode of the unfailing Bliss born of 


that devotion." 


Now what is meant by conditioned Brahman, it means Saguna Brahman, the Brahman 
is recognised through Gunas or qualities, the Kalyana or Auspicious Gunas described by 
Ramanujacharya , Shankara clarifies that the Brahman spoken of here is not Nirguna 
Brahman but Saguna Brahman, now Saguna Brahman is both with form and formless, 
one may ask how Saguna Brahman is formless. Brahman plus Maya is Ishwara or 
Saguna Brahman. Now we need to understand what ‘Maya’ is actually. For the creation to 
take place we need 3 conditions, time, space and substance. The basis for space is 
Satwa, the basis for time is Rajas, the basis for substance is Tamas. How this is so, I will 
explain much later. Now this Satwa, Rajas and Tamas is what we are calling Gunas, these 
Gunas rise from some thing called Prakriti, this Prakriti is nothing but the seed of these 


Gunas. Ishwara is the one who controls Prakriti, since Prakriti is in his control he can 
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take any form. Another name for Prakriti is Maya, now this Prakriti is the body of Ishwara, 
since he is associated with Prakriti we call him Saguna Brahman. Since Ishwara can 
take any form, even the forms of Ishwara we call as Saguna Brahman. In this way I am 
completely negating Iskcon’s concept of Brahman, Paramatma and Bhagavan. Now | 
would need to explain this concept much later and what they actually quote to justify 
this. For now the explanation given by me should suffice. Now this Ishwara is immortal 
and indestructible, why do we say so, since Ishwara is beyond Prakriti as explained by 
me above. Now Brahman is the one beyond Ishwara, since Ishwara not associated with 
Prakriti is Brahman, such a Brahman is called Nirguna Brahman, which is what is 
referred to here as “Unconditioned Brahman”. Ultimately, even Prakriti has no 
independent existence and does not satisfy the category of Satyam (that which doesn’t 
undergo change), hence what exists is Brahman alone. This is called Paramartha Satta 
or ultimate reality, the world which we live in is called Vyavaharika Satta, all Advaitins 
accept Ishwara as Vyavahaarika Satta the reality in which we transact. Now next one, “I 
am also the abode of the Eternal. Dharma of Wisdom Devotion”, | am of the opinion that 
Devotion here as told by Shankara is not the Devotion we understand it to be. Bhakti is 
the word. Bhakti comes from the root *Bhaj", this doesn't necessarily mean worship as 
people understand it to be. In Hindi we have the word “Vibhaajan”, meaning dividing, 
hence "Bhajan" would mean the opposing meaning undividing, so Krishna here is the 
abode of the Dharma which helps one see the undivided Brahman. He is also the abode 
of the bliss born of it, when a Jnaani sees the whole world as undivided Brahman. Not as 
the divided Brahman which is appearing in the form of Krishna, Rama, Shiva, Ganesh 
and so on. This in short is about the verse and Adi Shankara's explanation. With this I 
establish that the strongest claim made by Iskcon on the basis of Bhagavat Gita stands 
refuted. 
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Now in the last post I have taken the strongest claim and explained the Shankara 
Bhashya, which I had quoted. Now I will take the verse 7:23 of the Bhagavat Gita, show 
how Prabhupada explains it and then I will give it an alternate explanation, following is 


the verse 


sad Pe dui eed | 
aaao Ur Aaa Ufa AAMT |] 231l 


antavat tu phalam tesham tad bhavatyalpa-medhasam 


devan deva-yajo yanti mad-bhakta yanti mam api 


anta-vat—perishable; tu—but; phalam-fruit; tesham—by them; tat—that; bhavati— 

is; alpa-medhasam—people of small understanding; devan—to the celestial gods; deva- 
yajah-the worshipers of the celestial gods; yanti—go; mat—my; bhaktah— 

devotees; yanti—go; mam—to me; api—whereas 

Translation below 

But the fruit gained by these people of small understanding is perishable. Those who 
worship the celestial gods go to the celestial abodes, while my devotees come to me. 
Following is the entire commentary by Prabhupada 

“Some commentators on the Gita say that one who worships a demigod can reach the 
Supreme Lord, but here it is clearly stated that the worshipers of demigods go to the 
different planetary systems where various demigods are situated, just as a worshiper of 
the sun achieves the sun or a worshiper of the demigod of the moon achieves the moon. 
Similarly, if anyone wants to worship a demigod like Indra, he can attain that particular 
god's planet. It is not that everyone, regardless of whatever demigod is worshiped, will 
reach the Supreme Personality of Godhead. That is denied here, for it is clearly stated 
that the worshipers of demigods go to different planets in the material world, but the 
devotee of the Supreme Lord goes directly to the supreme planet of the Personality of 
Godhead. 

Here the point may be raised that if the demigods are different parts of the body of the 
Supreme Lord, then the same end should be achieved by worshiping them. However, 
worshipers of the demigods are less intelligent because they don't know to what part of 
the body food must be supplied. Some of them are so foolish that they claim that there 
are many parts and many ways to supply food. This isn't very sanguine. Can anyone 
supply food to the body through the ears or eyes? They do not know that these demigods 
are different parts of the universal body of the Supreme Lord, and in their ignorance they 
believe that each and every demigod is a separate God and a competitor of the Supreme 
Lord. 

Not only are demigods parts of the Supreme Lord, but ordinary living entities are also. In 
the Srimad-Bhagavatam it is stated that the brahmanas are the head of the Supreme 
Lord, the ksatriyas are the arms, etc., and that all serve different functions. Regardless of 


the situation, if one knows that both the demigods and himself are part and parcel of 
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the Supreme Lord, his knowledge is perfect. But if he does not understand this, he 
achieves different planets where the demigods reside. This is not the same destination 
the devotee reaches. 
The results achieved by the demigods’ benedictions are perishable because within this 
material world the planets, the demigods and their worshipers are all perishable. 
Therefore it is clearly stated in this verse that all results achieved by worshiping 
demigods are perishable, and therefore such worship is performed by the less intelligent 
living entity. Because the pure devotee engaged in Krsna consciousness in devotional 
service of the Supreme Lord achieves eternal blissful existence that is full of knowledge, 
his achievements and those of the common worshiper of the demigods are different. The 
Supreme Lord is unlimited; His favor is unlimited; His mercy is unlimited. Therefore the 
mercy of the Supreme Lord upon His pure devotees is unlimited.” 
In short, what Prabhupada strictly claims is that all the demigods although a part of 
Krishna, you don’t reach Krishna by worshipping the Demigods, Krishna is like the 
stomach and when one feeds the stomach the whole body gets nourishment. So 
worshipping Krishna alone seems to be the primary duty of a person and that 
worshipping Durga, Shiva, Ganesh and other deities is equivalent to worshipping 
demigods. Hence worship of only Krishna gives you liberation. This is in essence his 
argument. | have already established the strongest claim of Iskcon to be a flawed one, 
hence establishing this minor claim would not be a problem. As I pointed out earlier 
when Krishna says “I” or “me” he is always referring himself as the Nirguna Brahman, we 
have already established that Krishna is the source of Saguna Brahman, we have 
discussed what Saguna Brahman or Ishwara is all about. Hence I don’t need to keep 
repeating this again and again. Now in the Upanishads you have Karma Anga Upasana, 
Devata Upasana and Saguna Brahma Upasana. Karma Anga Upasana literally means 
that you do the Karma to attain results, better than this is Devata Upasana, in this the 
Upasaka or worshipper gets the loka or world of that Devata so for example some one 
worships Surya, he attains the loka of Surya and gets certain Vibhutis or powers as well. 
Then there is Saguna Brahma Upasana, where Brahman Is approached with qualities, 
there is nothing in the Ten Upanishads which even remotely indicates that either 
Krishna or Vishnu are only Saguna Brahman. When such a person does Upasana ot 
Saguna Brahman, he actually attains Hiranyagarbha loka, but even that is not 
considered Mukti. Since even over there he will need to do the listening of the Shastra. 
Now over here, Krishna is not even talking about Saguna Brahman Upasana. Let us Ist 
define who the Bhakta here is, we already defined Bhakti as something undividing or we 
can say connecting. So Bhakta here is he who is connecting with Krishna. Now only 
Nirguna Brahman is infinite, reason being that it is Non-dual, all pervasive, it has no loka 
and no form. Now in this case even Iskcon and all of it’s followers are merely doing 
Devata Upasana, so as per this verse they would definitely go to the Goloka they imagine 


it to be but they are still Devata Upasakas. The reason | say this is that, even the form of 
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Krishna is limited, no matter what people may argue from the Iskcon side, Krishna is 
obviously all the time doing some Rasa dance in Goloka, so you arrive in Goloka at a 
particular time post death if you follow the process recommended. Hence it is quite 
obvious that time does exist in Goloka. Hence the Alpa Medhasa or people of small 
understanding are the Iskconites themselves, not only them, the Vaishnavites and 
others are people of small understanding or intelligence. They have merely taken a 
limited frame and thought of that as the ultimate, this is the height of ridiculousness, 
hence Krishna is calling them people of small intelligence. When the Bhakta of Krishna 
or the person who connected to Krishna which is Nirguna Brahman in this case, he is 
connecting to the infinite and hence what ever he gets is infinite which cannot even be 
described or imagined. Alternatively let us assume that Krishna is referring himself as 
Ishwara, now we have already stated that Ishwara is actually formless but has the power 
to assume any form. So when one does Upasana of the Devata, if such a person has the 
understanding that beyond this form lies the ultimate reality but since I am unable to 
grasp the ultimate reality | have taken this form for convenience. Then worship of that 
form would cleanse his mind over time and finally that person would be fit to hear the 
Upanishads. If however the person thinks that only that form which he worships is the 
ultimate then such a person is a fool as per the Bhagavat Gita. So for example is some 
one worships Shiva but at the same time understands that ultimate reality is 
something different and inconceivable but just uses the form of Shiva to connect to the 
ultimate reality then such a type of worship is fine. In such a case we identify such a 
form with Ishwara, we accept that Ishwara actually has no form but for our convenience 
we use this form for worship then such a worship will eventually lead to liberation. Hence 
this verse is complete opposite of what Prabhupada actually proposes. So Krishna is 
merely taken as a form of Ishwara, same case with Shiva, Ganesh , Shakti and so on. So 
as long as the devotee connects the form of worship with Ishwara, meaning when he 
worships Ganesh he says Ganesh is Brahma, Vishnu , Shivatmakam.He is connecting 
the form of Ganesh with Ishwara who is actually formless. But he does not get into 
unnecessary talk of this Devata is great or that Devata is great, he does not say Shiva is 
greater than Vishnu or that Vishnu is greater than Shiva. In this case he is disconnecting 
both the forms with Ishwara. He becomes an Alpa Medhasa or a person of small 
intelligence. In this case, we should call the Iskcon followers Alpa Medhass only. This is 


the actually meaning of the verse , not what Prabhupada imagines it to be. 
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Why only Krishna is not Supreme Part 5 


september 26, 2017 by publisher, posted in arguments against iskcon, bhagavat gita related 


arguments 


In the last post I took a popular verse of Bhagavat Gita and gave an alternative 
interpretation . Now I will take up the verse 18:55, where they take up this verse with 
pride and state that Krishna declares that only a Bhakta or a Devotee may understand 
him as he is. | will however not take up either Prabhupada’s commentary of Shankara’s 
commentary as there is always a possibility of referring to other verses. Then | will need 
to go to through those verses and then provide an alternative explanation. So I will just 


take up the verse give it’s plain meaning so the verse is as follows 


YER ATA GETS cede: | 
ddl Ht dead amar fdsrd dass || 5511 


bhaktya mam abhijanati yavan ya$h chasmi tattvatah 


tato mam tattvato jfiatva vi$hate tad-anantaram 
The plain translation is as follows 


Only by loving devotion to me does one come to know who | am in truth. Then, having 


come to know me, my devotee enters into full consciousness of me. 


Now one must understand that Samskritam is a language where you actually can bring 
multiple meanings to a word depending upon the context. Now the verse is “Bhaktya 
mam Abhijaanati *, “Bhaktya” means through Bhakti, | have already explained that 
Bhakti is derived from "Bhaj" which means undivided . So this means he who knows 


Krishna in an undivided way , now let me actually explain the verse again, 


bhaktya - in an undivided way , mam- me, Abhijanati- knows , yavan - To what extent 
, yash chasmi - who | am ,tattvatah- in reality. tato mam tattvato jAatva - post that 


knowing me as l am, vi$hate tad-anantaram- enters into the undivided whole. 
So the translation of the verse would be as follows , 


Knowing me in an undivided way , the person see who I am what is my expanse and 


recognises me as | am. Post that he actually enters into the undivided whole. 


| have actually interpreted “Antaram” to be divide, hence when some one actually sees 
Krishna in an undivided way meaning not merely as a Gopi Vallabha or the Son of Devaki 
and Vasudeva, but as the conscious principle. Such a person actually attains the Non 
dual undivided Brahman. This is the actual meaning of the verse. Not what Iskconites 


imagine it to be. So these are minor verses, with this we take up one more verse in this 
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case | will simply quote the Mahapashupataastra blog. The verse is 11:15 below is the 


quote 
“During that narration Arjuna said: 


“pasyami devam stava deva dehe | 
sarvams tatha bhuta-visesa-sanghan | 
brahmanam isam kamalasana-stham | 


rsims ca sarvan uragams ca divyan |” (BG. 11:15) 
This is Incorrectly (and purposely) translated by the Vaishnava websites as: 


“Arjuna said: My dear Lord Krishna, | see assembled in Your body all the demigods and 
various other living entities. | see Brahma sitting on the lotus flower, as well as Lord 


Shiva and all the sages and divine serpents.“ 
However this translation is NOT authentic. 


The phrase in 11.15 is “brahmanam isham kamalasana-stham". Because the word 
“isham” appears between "brahmanam" and "kamala-asana-stham" it is a designation 
of Brahma who sits on the lotus, and hence the CORRECT translation should be - 
“Brahma who is the lord, is found seated on his lotus seat". It very strongly proves that 
the sandwiched "Isham" is the quality of lordship and not a proper name. Therefore it 


refers to Brahma and states, *Lord Brahma is seated on a lotus* *. 


With this | conclude the refutation of the claim of Iskcon on Bhagavat Gita.Iskcon is only 
good for Bhakti , but they are not recommended when it comes to Bhagavat Gita, hence | 
would say please choose wisely on who actually tells the Bhagavat Gita. Shankara 
himself says that Bhagavat Gita is very difficult to understand and there were hundreds 
of commentaries on the Gita during his time. Sol have simply referred Shankara 
Bhashyam and reinterpreted the verses in Shankara's thought. I have also explained 
before the concept of Ishwara and so on. This should answer most of the claims which 


Iskcon makes on Bhagavat Gita. 
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It is quite interesting that Iskconites have upped their game, Mayavaad is Asuric or 
demonic as per them, they quote Bhagavat Gita 16.8 . Also | find the author's attacks very 
interesting 


“But no matter what, the Advaitins to every objection like a broken tape recorder have a 


common argument to save the drowning boat i.e. the argument of wrong translation." 


Not quite, we say the translation is wrong only here not elsewhere, even if the translation 
for Asatyam in 16.8 be taken as unreal, we would still say it does not apply to Advaita at 


all. 


"Anyone with even basic understanding of Sanskrit will know that this argument is 


absolutely without any basis. “ 


| love the way the author puts across this. | have deliberately quoted this to simply 


highlight a particular point. But I love the way he is quite tenacious here. 
Let us quote him further 


"Mayavaadis provide absolutely no justification for that, they simply redicrect to 
alternative interpretations. But giving alternative interpretation doesn't negate the 
translation at all, or even giving alternative translation. Hence what can be asserted 


without evidence, can also be dismissed without evidence.” 


One must appreciate the tenacity and passion of the author. Now the author quotes the 


Shankara Bhashyam as follows along with Swami Gambhirananda’s translation of it. 


Following is what he quotes 
“HIG TU FAY STAM: qur gd OAT MAA SATA 


“Te, they, the domoniacal persons; ahuh, say; that the jagat, world; is asatyam, unreal-as 


we ourselves are prone to falsehood, so is this whole world unreal.” 


He also quotes the Brahma Vaivarta Puranam which is quoted by Madhwacharya which 


ofcourse is inconsequential. 


But I really like the way this author creates his own strawman argument in the article 
and answers it himself. Like applying it to Jains and Buddhists. But what is more 


interesting is that the author has already thought out the Advaitin response, 


“Nowadays few Advaitins hold the opinion that Advaita Vedanta doesn’t say the world is 
non existent or false, but simply temporary, hence Mithya. However it doesn’t matter at 
all. Even if we grant the objection, we can easily argue that Krishna is targeting Advaitins 
in BG 16.8, “ 
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The author again recommends that someone read his article on it. So in short he wants 
to make completely sure that no Advaitin even answer this. In fact he does not want any 


Advaitin to even answer this ? 
Question is why ? 


See having tenacity and calling names is not enough, if you have made an attack with 
such tenacity you must be ready for a defense as well as a counter attack. | would myself 
be interested in knowing if anyone would like to counter the articles I have written. That 


is what makes it fun and interesting otherwise what is the point ? 
Now let me take 3 points of his 
1. We are arguing that the translation is wrong since we have no escape. 


2. Anyone with basic understanding of Samskrutam will understand that our defense 


has no basis 
3. We give no justification we simply redirect it to alternative interpretations. 


Now the problem here is that, he is actually insulting Visishtadvatins over here not 
Advaitins alone. Also all of these will apply to Sri Ramanujacharya himself, so all of this 
tenacity will hold on Sri Ramanujacharya, you may ask why ? Since this is the way Sri 


Ramanujacharya comments on 16.8 
SUA wq Ud unreafápseniqui RIGE Z fd A sg: | 


English Translation of Ramanuja’s Sanskrit Commentary By Swami Adidevananda 


16.8 They maintain that the universe is ‘without truth,’ viz., they do not accept that this 
universe, which is the effect of Brahman denoted by the term Satya, has Brahman for its 
Self. 


Now wait a minute here, why the hell is Sri Ramanujacharya interpreting Asatyam as not 
simply something unreal ? Does he not know basic Samskrutam ? Is he failing to give 
justification and simply redirecting to alternative interpretations ? Or is Sri 
Ramanujacharya arguing wrong translation to save his drowning boat like a broken tape 


recorder ? 


Now | think readers will understand why I quoted the author's words ? Now if we go 
ahead and re-attack the translations of Bhagavat Gita as it is, the author will give the 
same response to save his drowning boat, that this is as per Sampradaya. So same 
things can be applied back to the author and followers of Iskcon, whatever they assert 
without any evidence can be dismissed without evidence. They cannot justify their 
translations, but we will not divert the topic here, it is not fun to simply keep pointing 


out the opponent’s weaknesses. But it is simply to show a taste of their own medicine 
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that | have highlighted this point. Now there are a lot of things that can also be said 
using the Bhagavad Gita alone on Iskconite behaviour but we will not go into that as 
well. Anyways | have not answered this completely in this post but will answer it in 
another post for now this post was directed at the tenacity of the author, minus all of 
this tenacity and adhominem attacks by the author using Bhagavat Gita as an excuse, 


there is no intellectual substance in the article itself. 
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| have answered mainly the tenacity of the author in the last part and also, why even if 
Advaitins interpret Asatyam as not literally unreal it is not a wrong approach. Now there 
is one more point that ought to be highlighted here, the author has quoted the following 


from Shankara Bhashyam as well as Swami Gambhirananda’s translation of it 


“HAA TU FAY HANA: qur Se OAT AAA SAAT 
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“Te, they, the domoniacal persons; ahuh, say; that the jagat, world; is asatyam, unreal-as 


we ourselves are prone to falsehood, so is this whole world unreal.” 


Additionally he uses the following screenshot, 


16.8 They say that the world is unreal, it has no 
basis, it is without a God. It is born of mutual 
union brought about by passion! What other (cause 
can there be)? 


English Translation of Sri Sankaracharya's Sanskrit 
Commentary - Swami Gambhirananda 


16.8 Te, they, the domoniacal persons; ahuh, say; 
that the jagat, world; is asatyam, unreal-as we 
ourselves are prone to falsehood, so is this whole 
world unreal; apratistham, it has no basis, it does 


But this screen shot of quote does not do justification, you may ask why ? Since this is 


what the Shankara Bhashyam and Swami Gambhirananda’s translation state 
Ud Ui SRY gf AeA: SAH I | 


Certainly, the passion of living beings is the cause of the world. This is the view of the 


materialists.” 


Here Aaf” means Charvaka. So does any Charvaka see the world as unreal ? In fact 
for the Charvaka this world is real, even Shankara knows this so Asatyam means the 


following as per Shankara also 
SIH - RE] RA Sel Hie Sead a ade F yale | 


| have simply explained this in Samskrutam, it means that which is in no way related to 
the ultimate reality that is Asatyam. So for the Charvaka the world has no ultimate basis 
for it, it stands on it's own it is HURRAY - mutual cause and effect between 
elements. Hence SÅRA, without a Lord or God. This particular verse is not directed 
towards even the sophisticated Atheists, but mainly towards crass gross materialism. It 
is not even directed towards Jainism or Buddhism since both Siddhantas insist on strict 
austerity. So where is the question of including them as well ? Charvaka was a sort of 
crass and gross materialism present in those days, we do not have that kind of 


materialism present today in a major way, in fact many Atheists believe in helping 
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others. Buddhists also insists on helping and developing character, so how can these 
verses apply to them ? Therefore to insists that Buddhists and Jains are critiqued here 
has no meaning. So what is being critiqued is crass and gross materialism which 
though present even today in minority is not the contention of the majority of 
materialists. The argument of Iskconites is that this has to be applied to Advaitins, since 


their main target is Advaitins and Advaita Vedanta alone. 


If however Iskconites insist that calling the world Mithya is Asuric knowledge then they 


face a major problem here , since Bhagavatam calls this world dream like 


SB 10.14.22 


Teale manaa 
HHA yeg3dq3dd I 
«quada Prensa 

rar Sealy uq utamur 133 I 


TRANSLATION 


Therefore this entire universe, which like a dream is by nature unreal, nevertheless 
appears real, and thus it covers one's consciousness and assails one with repeated 
miseries. This universe appears real because it is manifested by the potency of 
illusion emanating from You, whose unlimited transcendental forms are full of 


eternal happiness and knowledge. 
One can refer the translation from Iskcon's own website 
https://vedabase.io/en/library/sb/10/14/22/ 


Also we find the following 


SB 11.7.7 


afli HAR arr Baga srqurfafit: | 
aR Terao a fates AAA II II 


TRANSLATION 
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My dear Uddhava, the material universe that you perceive through your mind, 
speech, eyes, ears and other senses is an illusory creation that one imagines to be 
real due to the influence of maya. In fact, you should know that all of the objects of 


the material senses are temporary. 
This translation also you can find in Iskcon’s own website 
https://vedabase.io/en/library/sb/11/7/7/ 


We will look at another verse 


SB 11.11.2 


xil»! 3p q3d agar AAT | 
Ya) GUT: ad: SH qp ARTA | R II 


TRANSLATION 


Just as a dream is merely a creation of one’s intelligence but has no actual 
substance, similarly, material lamentation, illusion, happiness, distress and the 
acceptance of the material body under the influence of maya are all creations of My 
illusory energy. In other words, material existence has no essential reality. 


This can also be found in their own website 
https://vedabase.io/en/library/sb/11/11/2/ 


We will take one more verse and conclude this part 


SB 10.87.37 


na yad idam agra asa na bhavisyad ato nidhanad anu mitam antara tvayi vibhati 
mrsaika-raseata upamiyate dravina-jati-vikalpa-pathair vitatha-mano-vilasam rtam 


ity avayanty abudhah 


Translation: Since this universe did not exist prior to its creation and will no longer 
exist after its annihilation, we conclude that in the interim it is nothing more than a 
manifestation imagined to be visible within You, whose spiritual enjoyment never 


changes. We liken this universe to the transformation of various material substances 
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into diverse forms. Certainly those who believe that this figment of the imagination is 


substantially real are less intelligent. 


This can also be found in their own link 


Srimad Bhagavatam Canto 10, Chapter 87, Text 37 


/y 
2 


Srimad Bhagavatam Class 


| will answer this further in another part. 
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In answering this we have already removed the objection of why the word Asatyam can 
take a different meaning other than unreal, we have also shown that Asatyam meant by 
Adi Shankaracharya in his Bhashya does not mean unreal since it refers to Charvakas, 
and the verse cannot be applied to Jains or Buddhists or the sophisticated materialists 
of today. Now let us look at the verse itself 
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SACHA d arg RHI 
BORER feezrepmede 16.8 I 


Translation: They proclaim, This is not true (not related to any absolute reality), without 
foundation, this world has no Lord or God, it is caused mutually (mutual cause and 


effect of elements), what reason is there other than desire ( in this case sexual passion) 


Now let us take this verse SUA now if we take it a unreal, and this is what is being 
ascribed to the world, then the job is done more qualifiers like amnis - without basis, 
HAAR - without a Lord or God, SURRY - mutually caused and so on are not 
required here. Why do we require them ? Suppose a person says “the world is unreal”,the 
next question that will be asked is this, *on what basis you say this".It will not be *what 
about God?". No person who thinks logically will get such a question in his head, only if 
someone were to say "there is no ultimate cause to this world" then we would ask 
questions like *what about God ?" Then we will get answers like *there is no God", then 
we can ask “how this world came about ?" We will get answers like "relatively caused”, so 
logical and reasonable conclusion is that this verse is used for gross materialism. 
Nothing more, it cannot be applied for Advaita since Shri Krishna makes it very clear 
that Advaita belongs to the Daivi Sampada. Following is what is said in the 1st verse of 
the 16th chapter 


Tei Sello: 

aft urTarJara 

anni Paes: smranTegaterie: | 

aM GAY OMY CTA STA | 116.11 | 


Translation: Fearlessness is the fruition of Satwa, to be established in the Yoga of 
Knowledge or wisdom, it also consists of Charity, self control, sacrifice, self study, 


austerity and straight forwardness. 
Shankara comments as follows 
Aaa Raa: AA MRA: aréa STATA TSU eram: 


Meaning: Being established in the Yoga of knowledge meaning having the knowledge 


and understanding of Atman and the other substances through Shastra and Acharya. 


Now how dol say this, what is my basis, Bhagavat Gita is my basis. Let us look at the 


18th chapter verse 3 


AAAA ees Ad AAIN3.3 
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Meaning: That knowledge which tells about Kshetra (known) and Kshetrajna ( knower) 


that alone is knowledge. 


This completely disproves Iskcon's claim that Bhakti is the way or knowledge is another 


name for Bhakti, no basis for this 

We find further proof in the Bhagavad Gita itself 
Fel Reiter: 

Tal 3fquemmadewrm-usufdi 

dd Ud d fA TSI MAI AETI 113.311 | 

English Translation By Swami Gambirananda 


13.31 When one realizes that the state of diversity of living things is rooted in the One, 
and that their manifestation is also from That, then one becomes identified with 


Brahman. 


Hence this alone is Knowledge as per Shri Krishna not only that Shri Krishna calls 


Advaita alone as Satwika Jnanam 
Ter Sello: 
duy 3-8» urate | 
affare fare dear fate MAPHI 8.2011 
English Translation By Swami Gambirananda 


18.20 Know that knowledge to be originating from sattva through which one sees a 


single, undecaying, undivided Entity in all the diversified things. 


Proving Advaita alone to be Saatwik knowledge. As a final note, let us take for granted 
that Asatyam in the verse 16.8 means unreal, even then this will not in the least affect 
Advaita, why ? Since Adi Shankara in his commentary on the Chandogya Upanishad says 


the following 
q sd adepta sm: 
Chandogya Bhashya 6.2.3 


Meaning: We never tell unreality for anything anywhere. 


yaara said gad afar: a qur seat: warkrepfrat «diss a ae 
URa@eaad | 


Chandogya Bhashya 6.2.3 
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Meaning: The logicians talk about prior non existence posterior non existence and so on, 
it is not like that by us, at any time anywhere we never talk of anything non different 
from existence either in means of knowing or known no substance different from 


existence is there. 


So even if Asatyam is told, that will not apply to Advaita since Advaita states there is no 
non existence. Ofcourse Iskconites cannot understand Advaita, Shankara explains 
further 


qur qr favsuerfa gars fausuertasred iai eile» | talfade aii q vui 
Prada, aur a afadeoafatat verfasst, dad utadeaisi-mmeufae nues Pada 


Chandogya Bhashya 6.2.3 


Translation: Just as a lump and pot when seen as different from clay are called lump and 
pot, just once a person recognises the rope, the idea of snake vanishes for him, just as 
recognising the clay the whole idea of pot etc vanishes similarly knowing existence all 


notions and words of change goes away. 


Also Shankara says the following 
Badal: 


Chandogya Bhashya 6.2.1 


Meaning: Sat alone, Sat means mere existence is Sat, it is subtle without any qualities, 
all pervading, one, stainless, without parts, awareness which is understood so in all 


Upanishads. 
As a final note I would like to answer the author on the following sentence 
""Mithya is Achintya, & Avidya is Achintya, it is beyond logic". Just a lame escape. I" 


So this can be said the same of Achintya Bhedabheda, it is beyond logic is also a lame 
excuse, also Mithya is not Achintya, Mithya simply means it has no independent 
existence, just like how the pot has no existence apart from the clay, in fact pot is merely 
a mould of the clay, even when the pot is broken the clay remains, similarly all of this is 
an appearance of that subtle mere existence as per Advaita Vedanta. Iskconites cannot 
at any point proper represent Advaita and refute it they have to some how caricature it. 
Iskconites use a stupid and moronic logic that form has to cause form, so the pot which 
is form will cause another pot which is also form ? This is how ridiculous their whole 
argument is to begin with. This completely answers why 16.8 cannot be used against 
Advaita Vedanta 
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Very thorough analysis and conclusion- In describing the order of manifestation 
(if called creation a creator is implied) when it becomes gross ‘appears or 
becomes manifest’ it starts from Ichchashakti and Jnaanshakti which are super 
subtle and reduces itself and becomes gross. About Pure Consciousness one 
canot say anything except “IS” same as Sat- Iskconites are hung on form and 
personality and without any reasoning or logic to present resort to abusive 
language. “I AM” as Ramana Maharshi often said is the last word about ultimate 
Reality which we can EXPERIENCE. - Dhanyavad 
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